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INTRODUCTIOM* 

Knowledge of student costs while attending The University, and of income 
during the period of attendance, is useful in planning financial aids programs. 

It also is useful in planning for the most adequate system of campuses to meet 
best the educational needs of the college-age youth of the state. 

Within The University system, it is possible to make comparisons between 
costs and incomes of students attending campuses primarily enrolling commuting 
students (the Freshman-Sophomore Centers) and of students attending a campus 
enrolling primarily residential students (the Madison campus). It has been as- 
sumed that the costs to students from the community in which the Center is located 
is considerably below the costs to students whose homes are at some distance from 
the campus of attendance and who therefore do not commute. 

Interest in cost and income data, and of testing the above assumption, 
prompted the Office of Institutional Studies to undertake two separate studies of 
student expenditures and incomes. Both reports provide data for enrollees during 
the 1964-65 academic year. The one study, the one here reported, is an analysis 
of cost and income data of University of Wisconsin Center students. The other 
study, to be available shortly, will present similar data on undergraduate 
students on the Madison campus. Bott- of these studies are factual, presenting 
data for the respective system or campus. Since the data may be used for various 
purposes, much of the Interpretation will be left to those using the reports. A 
third report will briefly compare the costs and Incomes of the Center students 
with the costs and incomes of students on the Madison campus. Included in all of 
the reports will be data also on parental Incomeq education, and occupations. 

Sample Selection 

Students included in the sample for this study were University of Wisconsin 
Center students who were in attendance at a Center both semesters of the 1964-65 
academic yefx and who were enrolled for at least two courses each semester. The 
sample was selected from alphabetical lists by Center. Every ”n^^ person" was 
selected so as to include approximately 60 persons from each Center; the first 

The writers acknowledge with appreciation funds made available by Chancellor L. 

H. Adolf son and Assistant to the Chancellor C. A. Schoenfeld to support partially 
this research. This project would not have been possible without the use of the 
punched card and pomputer equipment of the Madison campus Registrar's Office; the 
writers appreciate having those machines made available for this purpose. 
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person for each Center was drawn at random. If the person selected was not 
eligible for inclusion under the qualifications set up for the sample, the im- 
mediately preceding name was taken. 

It is Important to note that a major concern was that a sufficient nujnber 
of students be Included from each Center, regardless of size, so as to make data 
for each Center meaningful. Therefore the total sample was not stratified by 
Center on a percentage basis. For this reason, the reader is cautioned against 
formulating "typical Center student" generalizations from the analyses here 
presented. Due to the selection of unequal percentages of students from the 
various-sized Centers and to the likelihood that there are economic differences 
among the populations of the regions surrounding each Center, it may be an error 
to assume that "typical" student expenditures and incomes can be derived from the 

data. 

Throughout this report, students are divided according to sex and/or class 
since there are true financial differences among the sex and class groups. It 
should be kept in mind that the Centers were not equally or proportionately 
represented by class or sexj the differences are shown in Table I. It will be 
shown later, however, that a weighting of total expenses for the respondents from 
each Center, according to the actual Center enrollment, producer a mean total 
cost of attendance not unlike the mean total cost for the total sample respond- 
ents without weighting* 

General Proce dures 

On 28 April 1965, a letter, a self-addressed envelope, and a questionnaire 
entitled, "Study of Student Costs, 1964-65 Academic Year, The University of 
Wisconsin Center System," was mailed to 525 students selected for the sample* 
After 242 returns were in, or 46.1 per cent of the questionnaires sent out, a 
follow-up letter and duplicate questionnaire was mailed with a self-addressed 
envelope to those students from the sample who had not yet responded. Students 
were assured in both letters that their anonymity would be preserved, and that 
analyses would be made on a group rather than on an individual basis. Code 

numbers were used to insure anonymity. 

Of the 525 questionnaires initially mailed, 373 were returned, representing 

“1.0 per cent of the total. The highest response came from the Manitowoc Center 
students with a 78.6 per cent return; the lowest was from the Racine Center 
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students^ whose returns amounted to 62 #5 per cent of the sample of that Center, 

It was decided to eliminate from the sample and analyses questionnaires 
from married students^ special students^ and students who paid fees other than 
$300. Thus^ the analyses here presented are based upon 345 single freshman and 
sophomore students who paid full resident fees. 

2 

On 19 October 1965, a self-addressed double postal card was mailed to the 
parents of each of the 373 respondents, asking them to report their total annual 
earnings from all sources on the card. Code numbers again were used to assure 
anonymity. Of the 373 cards mailed, 200 (53.67.) were returned. Of that number, 
190 were from pa"*ents of students included in the study. Analyses of and by 
parental incomes are based on the 190 parent responses. 

Analyses 

Most of the tables which follow, in this study, report the mean, fifth 
percentile, median, and ninety-fifth percentile. The percentiles are based upon 
the nearest "whole" person and should be interpreted as the percentage of persons 
who fall below the value reported. 
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EXPENDITURES FOR CENTER ATTENDANCE 



A very high proportion of Center students live at and comnute# There- 

fore room and board costs are not as easily estimated as they would be If the stu- 
dents were living away from home. It was recognized, however, that there are room 
and board costs among the total expenses of these students whether or not the 

student actually had to pay a part or all of such costs. 

Students were asked to indicate a room and board expense for the year. Those 
who lived at home, with no direct cost to them, were asked to estimate room and 
board costs, and wer^ asked also to Include that amount In their income as income 
from parents* contributions. Thus, three categories resulted; (1) an actual room 
and board cost, (2) a room and board estimate of cost, and (3) no response. 

Of the 345 respondents Included in the analyses, 290, or 84.1 per cent 
stated that they lived at home; of these, 269 Indicated that they received free 
room and board. About two-thirds of those with free room and board (67. 7Z) gave 
an estimate of room and board costs. The mean room and board cost of the group 
estimating such costs was $502.74. Seventy- three persons Indicated an actual room 
and board cost, with a mean of $528.40. It Is Important to note that the difference 
between the mean of estimated room and board cost and the mean of actual room and 

board cost was only $25.66. 

A similarity can be noted In the mean academic year total cost, exclusive 
of room and board, when such a measure is based upon the total (345) respondents 
and when based upon the 255 respondents who Indicated a room and board figure. 

Total Expenditures 

For men, the mean total expense (exclusive of room and board) based upon 
all of the respondents was $894.14, while the mean total cost (exclusive of room 
and hoard) for the 255 persons giving a room and hoard figure was $891.81. This 
Is a difference of only $2.33. 

Similarly, for women, the mean total expense (exclusive of room and board) 
based upon all respondents was $754.63, while the same measure based upon the per- 
sons reporting an amount for room and board was $750.00. This difference in means 

was only $4.63. 
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As seen from Table II, based upon the 255 students who gave a room and board 
cost amount, 90 per cent of the students had total expenditures between $755.00 and 
$2 0 145. 00 for the academic year of Center attendance; the median amount for the 255 
students was $1,290.45. Men had a considerably higher median total cost ^1,356.11) 
than the women did ($1,109.28). 



TABLE II 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES FOR CENTER ATTENDANCE • ^ 

OP ALL STUDENTS WHO INDICATED A ROOM AND BOARD COST OR ESTIMATE OF COST 

(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



Total Cost In 


Men 


Women 


Total 


Dollars 


No. 


Cum. % 


No. 


Cum. % 


No. 


Cum. % 


495 - 594 


1 


0.6 


4 


4.8 


5 


2.0 


595— 694 


2 


1.8 


2 


7.1 


4 


3.5 


695 - 794 


5 


4.7 


4 


11.9 


9 


7.1 


795 - 894 


6 


8.2 


7 


20.2 


13 


12.2 


895 - 994 


10 


14.0 


11 


33.3 


21 


20.4 


995 - 1094 


16 


23.4 


13 


48.8 


29 


31.8 


1095 - 1194 


19 


34.5 


7 


57.1 


26 


42.0 


1195 - 1294 


16 


43.9 


6 


64.3 


22 


50.6 


1295 - 1394 


18 


54.4 


6 


71.4 


24 


60.0 


1395 - 1494 


15 


63.2 


4 


76.2 


19 


67.5 


1495 - 1594 


12 


70.2 


6 


83.3 


18 


74.5 


1595 - 1694 


9 


75.4 


4 


88.1 


13 


79.6 


1695 - 1794 


10 


81.3 


3 


91.7 


13 


84.7 


1795 - 1894 


4 


83.6 


1 


92.9 


5 


86.7 


1895 - 1994 


12 


90.6 


1 


94.0 


13 


91.8 


1995 - 2094 


4 


93.0 


2 


96.4 


6 


94.1 


2095 or More 


12 


100.0 


3 


100.0 


15 


100.0 


TOTAL 


171 


84 


255 


5th Percentile 


$ 815.00 


$ 565.00 


$ 755.00 


Median 


1356 


.11 


1109 


.28 


1290.45 


95th Percentile 


2170.00 


2045 


.00 


2145.00 


Mean 


1425 


.11 


1212 


.85 


1355.19 



Ninety students who lived at home did not 
parents for their room and board. 



give an estimate of the cost to their 
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According to Center 

The total coat for the "typical” Center student for the year, based upon 
the respondents, was $1,371.34. This figure Is that of total costs by Center, 
weighted according to the second semester 1964-65 enrollments and using room and 
board costs based upon the 255 persons who gave a figure for that Item. This amount 
Is almost Identical to the total group mean of $1,358.67 calculated on the same 
basis but without weighting according to Center enrollments. This difference In 
means of only $12.67 Indicates that one can generalize from the total sample to 
"Center students” If necessary even though diverse economic and geographic areas 
are Involved. 

As Indicated In Table III, which 1s based upon the 255 room and board re- 
spondents,^ Pox Valley Center students had the highest mean and median total costs 
of attendance, $1,555.71 and $1,495.00, respectively. This was followed by the 
Sheboygan Center students, with mean and median costs respectively of $1,502.14 
and $1,395.00. The lowest total cost was that of students from the Harshfleld Center 

with a mean of $1,121.00 and a median of $1,045.00. 

Wh en total expenditures are based upon all 345 respondents, using the mean 
room and board cost based upon the 255 respondents who Indicated a figure for that 
Item, one notes from Table IV that the Fox Valley Center respondents again had the 
highest total student cost ($1,525.47). The Fox Valley Center, however, ranked 
third behind the Sheboygan and Manitowoc Centers In total costs without room and 
board. The lowest mean total cost, both Including and excluding room and board 
costs, and the lowest mean room and board cost of all Centers was that for the 
Marshfield Center students. Their total mean cost without room and board was 
^724. 71j the mean room and board expense for the Marshfield Center students was 
$330.02, making a total expenditure including the room and board figure of 
$1,054*73; this was $181.13 lower than the next lowest Center, Racine, with a mean 
total cost of $1,235.86. 

While each expense Item will be analyzed Individually on the following 
pages, some general comments about Center variations on certain cost Items Is war- 
ranted here. One Is cautioned against generalizing from Table IV since the means 
are based upon all 345 respondents, while In most Instances the per cent of re- 
spondents with the expense falls far short of 100 per cent. 

^Thls group of respondents presents the only reasonable ranges of total expenses 
due to their Inclusion of a room and board figure. Those who did not give a room 
and board figure were seen to be similar to these 255 students with respect to 

other cost means. 
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From Table IV, It can be noted that the highest average total cost without 
room and board was for the Sheboygan Center respondents. Contributing to this re- 
sult Is the fact that the Sheboygan Center respondents reported the highest amounts 
of any Center group for books and supplies, laundry, student activities, insurance, 
debt repayment, and miscellaneous costs. In addition, they Indicated relatively 
high costs for clothing, and recreation and entertainment. 

By way of contrast, one notes from Table IV, that the Marshfield Center 
respondents on the average reported the lowest total ejqpendltures of all Centers. 

The lowest Item means for clothing, recreation and entertainment. Insurance, and 
room and board were for the Marshfield Center respondents. Relatively lew costs 
also were Indicated by them for student activities and debt repayment. 

The Manitowoc Center respondents, In accounting for the second highest mean 
total cost without room and board, reported the highest average cost of all Centers 
for travel related to attendance, and also ranked relatively high In clothing, 
laundry, and recreation and entertainment expenses. 

It Is noted here that, with respect to fees, full-time resident Center 
students at the time of the survey, paid $300 In fees for the academic year. Center 
fees for the 1965-66 year were reduced. Fees now are $210 per year for full-time 
resident students. This obviously would represent a reduction of $90 In total 
costs. 

According to Class Level and Sex 

The mean of the total Center attendance expenditures for men was higher than 
that for women, whether or not the room and board costs were Included. The mean 
cost without room and board for men was $894.14 (Table V), while for women It was 
$754.63. The mean total cost (Including the mean room and board cost) for the men 
amounted to $1,427.44, while for the women the average was $1,217.48. 

Highest average costs were found for sophomore men, whose means with and 
without room and board coepenses were $1,520.93 and $952.86, respectively. The 
lowest average cost was for freshman women, with mean costs with and without room 
and board being $1,172.24 and $720.79, respectively. 

The high total expenditures by sophomore men Is associated with the high 
expenditures for Insurance and recreation and entertainment. They also Indicated 
higher than average costs for laundry and for travel related to attendance. 

On the other hand, freshman women, who had the lowest average total expend- 
itures, reported the lowest expenditures of any group for Insurance and recreation 
and entertainment. 
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The greater total cost for men than for women Is partially accounted for 
by the considerably higher cost for the Items of Insurance and recreation and en- 
tertainment. Even though women, on the average, spend more for clothing than men do, 
the difference Is not sufficiently great to offset the higher average expenditures 
of men for some other items. 

Accordl^^R to Wiimher of Brothers and Sisters 

There la a tendency for slightly lower expenditures by students who come 
from larger than from smaller families (Table VI). 

The highest median total cost, $1,495.00, was for the respondents with no 
living brothers or sisters, while those with five or more living brothers or sis- 
ters had the lowest median total cost $1,195.00). Due to an unusually high total 
cost listed by two respondents with five or more brothers or sisters, the mean for 
that group was atyplcally high ($1,375.30). 

TABLE VI 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES* FOR CENTER ATTENDANCE 
(ACCORDING TO NUMBER OF LIVING BROTHERS AND SISTERS) 



Measure 


None 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 or More 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


695.00 


895.00 


695.00 


745.00 


695.00 


795.00 


Median 


1,495.00 


1,361.66 


1,320.00 


1,220.00 


1,255.00 


1,195.00 


95th Percentile 


2,395.00 


2,145.00 


2,095.00 


1,961.66 


1,895.00 


1,995.00 


Mean 


1,497.00 


1,405.00 


1,331.79 


1,287.59 


1,278.33 


1,375.30 


No. of Cases 


25 


60 


53 


54 


30 


33 



*Based upon the 255 respondents (73.9%) who gave a room and board amount. 
According to Type of Housing 



Of the 255 respondents on i»dilch the following Is based, l.e., persons 
giving a room and board amount, 204 students lived In their parents* home. The 
respondents living with their parents reported the highest mean and median total 
expenditures, $1,394.01 and $1,328.33, respectively (Table VII). 

The second highest mean total cost was of respondents living with other 
relatives, $1,330.71. The third highest mean total coot was of those living In 

apartments ($1,328.33). The medians were Identical ($1,195.00) for these two 

* 

groups. 

The lowest total expenses were for respondents living In dormitories (a 
mean of $1,117.72 and a median of $1,035.00). 



TABLE VII 



TOTAL EXPENDITUFES* FOR CENTER ATTENDANCE 
(ACCORDING TO TYPE OF HOUSING) 



Measure 


Parents* 

Home 


Other 
Relatives ' 
Home 


Private 
Home (Non- 
Relatives) 


Dormitory 


Apartment 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 
Median 

95th Percentile 
Mean 


723.57 

1.328.33 

2.228.33 
1,394.01 


itic 

1,195.00 

1,995*00 

1,330.71 


795.00 

1.095.00 

1.395.00 

1.135.00 


695.00 

1.035.00 

1.595.00 
1,117.72 


895.00 

1.195.00 

1.745.00 
1,328.33 


No* of Cases 204 


7 


10 


22 


12 



*Based upon the 255 respondents who gave a room and board amount* 



**Too few cases to compute* 



IMDIVIDUAL EXPENSE ITE?1S 



Room and Board 

The mean room and bc*.rd cost of the 255 students, or 73*6 per cent of the 
respondents, who Indicated an expenditure or an estimate of cost for room and 
board, was $510 ,09 for the academic year. The average male Center student reported 
a greater amount for room and board during the 1964*65 academic year than the 
average female student did, ($533,30 and $462.85, respectively). The highest room 
and board costs were reported by the sophomore men, with a mean of $568,07 (Table 
VXXX), In general, the sophomores Indicated higher amounts than the freshmen did 
for room and board; phomores averaged $549.59 as compared with $489,64 for the 

freshmen. 



TABLE VIII 

EXPENSES* FOR ROOI't AND BOARD 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 



Coat* 


Freshmen 


Sophomores 


w wo c* 

{Dollars) 


Men 


Cum. % 1 


Wom&n 


Cum. % 


Men 


Cum. % 1 


Women 


Cum. 7. 


Under 95 


2 


1.9 


4 


6.5 


2 


3.1 


1 


4.5 


95- 194 


4 


5.7 


5 


14.5 j 


1 


4.6 


3 


18.2 


195- 294 


7 


12.3 


8 


27.4 


7 


15.4 


3 


31,8 


295- 394 


25 


35.8 


16 


53.2 


8 


27.7 


6 


59.1 


395- 494 


19 


53.8 


9 


67.7 


13 


47.7 


mm mm 


59.1 


495- 594 


15 


67,9 


6 


77.4 


11 


64.6 


mm 


59.1 


595- 694 


14 


81.1 


3 


82.3 


5 


72.3 


1 


63.6 


695- 794 


8 


88.7 


4 


88.7 


4 


78.5 


4 


81.8 


795- 894 


6 


94.3 


4 


95.2 


3 


83.1 


1 


86.4 


895- 994 


1 


95.3 


1 


96.8 


4 


89.2 


m «• 


86.4 


995-1094 


3 


98.1 




96.8 


5 


96.9 


3 


100,0 


1095 or More 


2 


100.0 


2 


100.0 


2 


100.0 






TOTAL 


106 


62 


65 




22 


5th Percentile 


$ 


145.00 


$ 


25.00 


$ 185.00 


$ 


55.00 


Median 




473.94 




382.50 




513.00 




361.66 


95th Percentile 




995.00 




895.00 




1075.00 


1061.66 


Mean 




511.98 




451.45 




568.07 


.IM, 


495.00 



*Based upon the 255 students who gave a room and board amount. 
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The Fox Valley Center students had the highest mean room and board costs or 
estimates of cost, $628.71 (Table IX). This was followed by the Marathon County 
Center respondents with $566.16, and the Manitowoc Center respondents with $551.10. 
Marshfield Center students were lowest, on the average, for room and board, the mean 

being $330.02. 

When viewed from the standpoint of the type of housing in which the Center 
student lived, it is noted that the highest average figure was of those living in 
their parents' home. The mean room and board cost of the 204 students in this 
category was $519.69. It is noted, however, that of the total of the 204 students 
who lived in their parents’ home and gave a room and board cost, 182 made an 
estimate of the cost to their parents; the mean estimate of these 182 persons 

was $502.74. 

Books and Supplies 

In general, among those who gave a cost for books and supplies (98.6% of 
the respondents) , there appears to be very little variation in expenditures for 
books and supplies between classes and sex (Table X). Sophomores averaged $97.06 
and freshmen averaged $90.09 for this cost item. The mean cost of books and 
supplies for the men was $91.09, while for women the mean was $94.86. From the 
class and sex data, one notes that the lowest mean was for freshman men ($89.32) 

and the highest was for sophomore women ($104.48). 

Students from the Sheboygan Center reported the highest average books and 
supplies expenditure (mean $105.29), while the Marshfield Center students reported 

the lowest mean expenditure ($85.29). 

Travel Related to Attendanc_e 

Two hundred eighty-eight students, or 83.5 per cent of the respondents, 
indicated a cost for travel related to attendance. The costs for this item were 
relatively stable when viewed by class. The mean expenditure for travel related 
to attendance for freshmen was $99.01, and for sophomores it was $97.32. Fresh- 
man men indicated the highest cost, with a mean of $116.66 (Table XI). 

The mean travel cost for attendance of men was $113.03, while for women 
the average cost was $66.33. The differences would seem to indicate that the men may 
travel a considerably greater distance to attend Center classes than women do; it 
may imply that the Centers have a greater geographical area of drawing power for 

men than for women. 



o 



lABLE XI 



EXPENDITURES FOR TRAVEL RELATED TO ATTENDANCE 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 



' 


Freshmen 


Sophomores I 


1 Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Mjen 


ifopn 1 


1 Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollar a 1 


1 Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


11.65 


8.75 


18.33 


18.33 


13.33 


11.25 


Median 


80.00 


45.00 


96.00 


58.33 


83.00 


47.22 


95th Percentile 


305.00 


185.00 


275.00 


185.00 


300.00 


181.67 


Mean 


116.66 


64.76 


106.66 


70.40 


113.03 


66.33 


No. of Cases 


126 


65 


72 


25 


198 


90 


% with Item 


82.9 


78.3 


90.0 


83.3 


85.3 


79.6 



Of the 238 respondents to this item, 250 lived in their parents' home. 
When cost of travel related to attendance is associated with the type of housing 
in which the students lived, the greatest average cost was for the 250 students 
living in their parents' home. They indicated a mean cost for this item of 
$104.16 (Table XII). The least average amount for this item was for the 16 
students living in dormitories. Their mean cost of travel related to attendance 
was $37.50. 



XAB1£ XII 

MEAN EXPENDITURES FOR TRAVEL RELATED TO ATTENDANCE 
(ACCORDING TO TYPE OF HOUSING) 



Type of 
Housing 


Parents ' 
Home 


Other 

Relative's 

Home 


Private 

Home 


Dormitory 


Apartment 


Personally 

Owned 

House 


Mean Costs 


$104.16 


$103.75 


$71.25 


$37.50 


$54.00 


$40.00 


No. of Students 


250 


8 


8 


16 


5 


1 



The greatest mean cost for travel related to attendance was of Marinette 
Center students ($131.47), with 72.3 per cent of the sample of students from that 
Center responding to the item. This higher cost may be indicative of the rural 
nature of the Marinette Center location. The lowest mean cost was of the students 
at the Racine Center, $55.63. This low cost may be a function of the urban and 
populous setting of the Center and the public transportation system of the city. 
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Travel Home 

Only 26 students^ or 7.5 per cent of the respondents^ gave a cost of travel 
to and from home other than that directly related to attendance; this reflects the 
commuting nature of the Centers. The mean expense for men on this Item was 12 
cents less than that Indicated by women, $54.16 and $54.28, respectively (Table 
XIII). The mean cost of all students for this Item was $54.23. 

T/^BLE XIII 

EXPENDITURES FOR TRAVEL HOME 
(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



Measure 


Men 


Women 


SEKSBB 


Dollars 


Dollars 




5th Percentile 


20.00 


25.00 




Median 


50.00 


50.00 




95th Percentile 


100.00 


101.67 




Mean 


54.16 


54.28 




No. of Cases 


12 


14 




% with Item 


5.2 


12.4 





None of the students in the sample from the three Centers at Kenosha, 
Manitowoc, and Sheboygan Indicated a cost for travel to and from home. A rela* 
tlvely high proportion of the students from the IMarathon Center (26.3%) Indicated 
a cost for this Item, with a mean of $56.00. 

Clothing 

Ninety*one per cent of the respondents, or 314 students, Included a cost 
for clothing. As noted In Table XIV, the mean expenditure of the women for this 
item ($124.66) was considerably greater than that of the men ($92.65). There was 
less variation by class level than by sex, with the mean of the freshmen being 
$99.39, and the mean of the sophomores being $110.98. When both sex and class are 
considered, one notes that the greatest range in the means was between sophomore 
men and sophomore women ($91.35 and $162.85, respectively). 

The highest mean expenditure for this Item was of students from the 
Sheboygan Center ($123. 13) • Next highest was the Kenosha Center group with a mean 
of $120.77; this was followed closely by the Marathon Center students with a mean 
of $118.00. The lowest mean cost for clothing expenses was that of students at 
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TABLE XIV 

EXPENDITURES FOR CLOTHING 
(ACCORDING TO CUSS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


21.67 


25.00 


19.00 


47.50 


20.45 


27.00 


Median 


79.62 


97.00 


81.00 


151.67 


80.00 


99.44 


95th Percentile 


203.75 


250.00 


202.50 


355.00 


203.13 


298.33 


Mean 


93.35 


110.40 


91.35 


162.85 


92.65 


124.66 


No. of Cases 


137 


75 


74 


28 


211 


103 


% with Item 


90.1 


90.4 


92.5 


93.3 


90.9 


91.2 



the Marshfield Center ($81.03), closely followed by the Marathon Center group with 
a mean of $85.00. 

Laundry and Cleaning 

Of the respondents, 40.3 per cent, or 139 students, reported laundry and 
cleaning expenses. The men, on the average^ reported greater expense for this Item 
than the women did, $48.13 and $28.98, respectively (Table XV). This may Indicate 
that women launder more cf their clothing themselves. 

TABLE XV 

EXPENDITURES FOR UUNDRY Aim CLEANING 
(ACCORDING TO CUSS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


8.33 


5.77 


11.67 


8.33 


8.33 


6.25 


Median 


27.86 


25.00 


40.00 


31.67 


31.67 


26.67 


95th Percentile 


98.33 


70.00 


165.00 


55.00 


155.00 


68.33 


Mean 

» 


39.20 


27.95 


63.00 


32.00 


48.13 


28.98 


Mo. of Cases 


50 


44 


30 


15 


80 


59 


7. with Item 


32.9 


53.0 


37.5 


50.0 


34.5 


52.2 
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Sophomores spent more money for laundry and cleaning than freshmen did. 

The mean cost of sophomores for'lnmidry was $52#67^ as compared with $33»94 for 
the freshmen. The mean for all students was $40.00. 

Students from the Manitowoc Center had the greatest expense for this Item, 
with a mean of $48.50. They were followed by students at the Sheboygan Center, 
with an average of $47.06. The lowest average expenditure was that of students at 
the Fox Valley Center, with a mean of $25.00, and the next lowest mean was that of 
students at the Green Bay Center ($31.58). 

Medical 

The mean expenditure for medical expenses of the 222 students reporting 
such a cost, or 64.3 per cent of the respondents, was $49.41. No great variations 
were detected by year or sex. Freshmen averaged $44.83 and sophomores $58.77; 
men averaged $47.99 and women $51.59 for the Item of medical expenses (Table XVI). 

TABUS XVI 

EXPENDITURES FOR MEDICAL EXPENSES 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


7.50 


6.88 


6.43 


8.33 


7.63 


7.11 


Median 


30.50 


32.78 


38.75 


35.00 


32.78 


33.00 


95th Percentile 


101.00 


155.00 


205.00 


105.00 


105.00 


155.00 


Mean 


40.93 


50.15 


60.62 


55.20 


47.99 


51.59 


No. of Cases 


86 


63 


48 


25 


134 


88 


% with Item 


56.6 


75.9 


60.0 


83.3 


57.8 


77.9 



A greater variation Is noted when viewing responses by Center, with the 
means ranging from $91.33 for students at the Racine Center to $37.04 for students 
at the Manitowoc Center. However, only 44.1 per cent of the respondents from the 
Racine Center reported medical expenses. 

Recreation and Entertainment 

Three hundred students, or 87.0 per cent of the respondents. Indicated an 
expenditure for recreation and entertainment, with a mean cost of $113.13. 

As might be expected, men averaged considerably higher expenditures for 
this Item than women did, although the per cent of responses ty men acd women were 
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not particularly different (89*27* and 82*37*^ respectively). The mean expenditure 
of the men vas $140.72^ while for the women it was $51.72 (Table XVII). This 
difference more than offsets the difference in clothing costs^ for which women had 
greater average expenditures than men. The great divergence in cost for recreation 
between men and women can probably be explained by the dating customs of our 
American culture in which the male generally pays the expenses on a date. Sophomore 
men spent more for recreation than freshman men did (means of $159.47 and $129.84^ 
respectively) . 

TABLE XVII 

EXPENDITURES FOR RECREATION AND ENTERTAINMENT 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


23.57 


6.54 


11.67 


8.33 


19.00 


7.50 


Median 


98.33 


35.00 


146.25 


47.00 


101.86 


38.33 


95th Percentile 


303.33 


115.00 


398.33 


145.00 


360.00 


125.00 


Mean 


129.84 


49.84 


159.47 


56.29 


140.72 


51.72 


No. of Cases 


131 


66 


76 


27 


207 


93 


7. with Item 


86.2 


79.5 


95.0 


90.0 


89.2 


82.3 



Sophomore expenses for recreation and entertainment exceeded that of fresh* 
men^ with sophomores averaging $132.43 and freshmen averaging $103.05. 

A great range of recreation and entertainment expenditures can be noted when 
viewed in terms of Centers. Greatest recreation and entertainment costs were 
Indicated by students from the Fox Valley Center^ who averaged $162.50 for this 
item. Manitowoc Center students followed with a mean of $148.16. Lowest expenses 
for recreation and entertainment were reported by students at the Marshfield 
Center^ who averaged $70.00. Marathon Center students had the next lowest expend!* 
tures for recreation and entertainment » with a mean of $77.94. 

Student Activities 

There was little variation by class levels sex^ or Center in the average 
expenditures for student activities as reported by 231 students^ or 67.0 per cent 
of the respondents. The mean cost for all students for activities was $13.55. 

The mean cost for this item for men was $14.07 and for women was $12.75. with 
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sophomores averaging $14*84 and freshmen averaging $13*08* Expenditures for 
student activities by Center ranged from a mean of $15*93 for students at the Green 
Bay Center^ to $11*33 for students at the Marathon Center* 

Insurance 

Approximately one-half (49*3%) of the respondents indicated an expenditure 
for insurance (55*2% of the men and 37*2% of the women)* 

The mean for the men was more than three times the mean amount for the 
women ($138*75 and $45*00^ respectively)* Sophomores spent more for insurance than 
freshmen did* The mean insurance cost for sophomores for the academic year was 
$126*35^ while for freshmen it was $109*25* The highest mean expenditure was of 
sophomore men^ where the average was $145*30* 

Again a wide variation can be detected among Centers* Students at the 
Sheboygan Center indicated the greatest expense for this item^ averaging $153*75* 
They were followed by students at the Fox Valley Center with a mean insurance cost 
of $142*78* The lowest mean expenditure was that of students at the Marinette 
Center ($75*79) ^ followed by students at the Marshfield Center who averaged $86*67* 

Miscellaneous 

Expenditures which did not fall among the various cost items delineated in 
the questionnaire (personal items^ gifts^ etc*) were reported in a miscellaneous 
category* Miscellaneous costs were reported by 255 students^ 73*9 per cent of the 
respondents* 

There appears to be little variation in miscellaneous costs when the re- 
spondents are divided by year or sex* The mean for the men was $70*85 and for the 
women was $65 *82^ while freshmen averaged $65*00 and sophomores averaged $77*18* 

The highest average expenditure for this item was of sophomore women^ with a mean 
of $89*16* 

Differences in mean miscellaneous expenditures ranged from $52*50 and 
$52*81 for students at the Marshfield and Marinette Centers^ respectively^ to 
$99*57 for students at the Racine Center* The next highest miscellaneous expense 
mean was considerably lower than that for Racine students, being $79*70 for 
students at both the Green Bay and Sheboygan Centers* 

Debts 

Although 54 persons, or 15*7 per cent of the respondents^ indicated one or 
more debts, only 51, or 14*8 per cent^ reported a dollar amount of debt* Fifteen 
men (39*5% of those having debts) and none of the women indicated two or more debts* 
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It appears that Center men have Incurred debts slightly In excess of debts 
of Center women. The mean debt total for men with debts was $421.62^ while for 
women it was $395.71. The mean debt for all respondents to the item was $414c51. 

Freshmen with debts indicated considexably larger debt amounts than 
sophomores did. Freshmen averaged a debt total of $477.50^ and sophomores a debt 
total of $263.33. Freshman men and sophomoi;e women with debts had much higher 
debts (means of $541.00 and $511.66^ respectively) than did freshman women or 
sophomore men. 

When considered by Centers^ one notes a considerable variation in the mean 
debts. The range was from $1^040.00 at the Kenosha Center (only 2 students) to 
$196.00 at the Fox Valley Center (5 students); these numbers of students are too 
small to draw any meaningful generalizations. 

Types of Debts 

Among students with debts ^ 50.0 per cent had debts for education, and 35.2 
per cent had debts for a car. Of the total respondents, 12.0 per cent of the 
freshman women had debts for education while 9.2 per cent of the freshman men had 
debts for a car (Table XVllI). 

TABUS XVIII 
TVPE OF DEBT 

(ACCORDING TO ClASS LEVEL AND SEX) 



Debt Type* 




!?reshmen 




Sophomores 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


No. 


% 


No. 


7. 


No. 


7. 


No. 


7. 


Education 


9 


5.9 


10 


12.0 


6 


7.5 


2 


6.7 


Car 


14 


9.2 


1 


1.2 


3 


3.8 


1 


3.3 


House (or trailer) 


1 


0.7 


mm 


u» m 


-- 


mm 


mm 


m m 


Medical 


3 


2.0 


1 


1.2 


2 


2.5 


1 


3.3 


Major Appliance 


1 


0.7 


mm 


— 


mm 


mm 


mm 


— 


Insurance 


10 


6.6 


— 


mm 


3 


3.8 


mm 


mm 


Other 


1 


0.7 




— 


2 


2.5 


m,m 


— 


TOTAL STUDENTS 


152 


83 


80 


30 



Fifteen men had .two or more debts. 
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Debt Repayment 

Twenty-eight students, or 8.1 per cent of the respondents, indicated an 
expenditure for debt repayment. Debt repayment, for those repaying debts, was 
considerably higher for men than for women, with means of $192.11 and $131.11, 
respectively (Table XEC) . Freshmen also Indicated a greater expenditure for debt 
repayment than did sophomores. The freshmen who were paying back debts averaged 
$202.78, while for sophomores the average was $118.00. The single highest group 
in debt repayment was freshman men with an average of $227.50. The lowest group 
was sophomore women, with a mean of $86.66. The mean expenditure for all persons 
repaying debts was $172.50. The groups were small, however, as seen from 
Table XIX. 

TABIE XIX 

EXPENDITURES FOR DEBT REPAYMENT 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 1 


r* Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women | 


Men 


Women 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars I 


1 Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


15.00 


* 


it 


* 


1 10.00 


* 


Median 


155.00 


55.00 


55.00 


85.00 


135.00 


85.00 


95th Percentile 


305.00 


605.00 


405.00 


105.00 


405.00 


605.00 


Mean 


227.50 


153.33 


131.42 


86.66 


192.11 


131.11 


No. of Cases 


12 


6 


7 


3 


19 


9 


% with Item 


7.9 


7.2 


8.8 


10.0 


8.2 


8.0 



* 

Too few cases to compute. 
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INCOME FOR CENTER ATTENDANCE 



The Center students were asked to give the amount of their earnings and 
other sources of Income during and/or for the academic year, September 1964 - June 
1965. The total Income Includes loans, contributions from the family, and esti- 
mated cost to the family for room and board when furnished by the family without 
cost to the student. 

Total Income 

Total Income for Center attendance ranged from under $400 to over $3,400 
(Table XX) . The mean Income of sophomores was considerably higher than the mean 
Income of freshmen, $1,917.75 and $1,457.31, respectively. This variation could 
be expected since the mean expenditures oT sophomores, as pointed out earlier, 
exceeded the mean costs of freshmen. It Is significant that between class levels 
there was less variation among expenditures than among Incomes. The mean excess 
Income over expenditures for sophomores amounted to $680.43, while for freshmen It 
was $446.60. Men, too, averaged greater excess Incomes over costs than women did, 
$598.12 and $353.33, respectively. The mean excess of Incomes over costs, based 
upon the 255 students ^o registered this fact (73* 9X of the respondents), amounted 
to $531.88. The mean excess of Incomes over costs of students who lived In their 
parents' homes and who reported greater Incomes than expenses was $526.18. Those 
students who had free room and board and who had excess Incomes over costs 
averaged Incomes of $541.31 over that of expenditures. 

The mean Income for academic year expenses of all respondents amounted to 
$1,604.16; men averaged $1,750.66 and women averaged $1,303.37. Highest average 
Incomes were reported by sophomore men; the mean was $2,076.53. The lowest mean 
Income was that of freshman women, $1,234.21. Students living In their parents' 
home had a mean Income of $1,614.31, slightly above the mean Income of all 

4 

respondents. 



^Other types of housing, number of students reporting, and mean Incomes were as 
follows: other relative's home (10), $1,575.00; non-relative's home (10), 

$1,472.00; dormlto^ (22), $1,460.00; apartment (12), $1,793.33; and personally 
•owned home (1), $1,120*00. 
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Mean incomes when divided by Centers, showed a considerable range. Students 
at the Marshfield Center had the lowest mean Income, $1,196.18, and the lowest mean 
excess Income over cost, $426.32. The highest mean Income, by approximately $150, 
was that of Sheboygan Center students, $1,906.18. The greatest mean excess of In- 
come over costs, $623.21, was that of the Sheboygan Center students also. 

According to Sources 

Table XXI demonstrates the relative Importance of various sources of Income. 
That table gives mean Income by Item based upon all of the respondents whether or 
not they had an Income from a particular Income source. 

It appears that the most Important source of Income for women was family 
contributions; 87.6 per cent of the women respondents reported Income from that 
source. The mean family contribution for women was $569.56. Men also reported 
family contribution as one of the chief sources of Income, with a mean of $465.39 
(72.8% of the male respondents). 

The most common Income source for men (83.6%) and the greatest In dollar 
amount was summer employment; the mean income of the men from this source was 
$552.03. This was considerably higher than the mean Income from summer employment 
for women, $187.97, although a high percentage (70.8%) of the women respondents 
reported summer emplo 3 mient as an Income source. 

Women far outranked men In mean dollars from scholarships, $144.78 and 
$43.28, respectively. More female than male respondents obtained scholarships 
(29.2% of the women and 16.8% of the men). 

Slightly over half of the men (52.2%) and slightly under half of the women 
(49.6%) respondents Indicated "other work" as an Income source. "Other work" In- 
cludes all work done during the academic year with the exception of work for The 
University. Men averaged almost twice as much Income from this source as women 
did, $310.47 and $163.19, respectively. 

Another Important source of Income was "own savings," reported by 60.4 per 
cent of the men and 62.0 per cent of the women. Again, men averaged about twice 
as much in savings as did women, $305.91 and $150.35, respectively. 

Of Interest also In viewing total Income Is Table XXII which shows the 
median amount of Income by Item, based only upon those respondents who had that 
particular source of Income. When analyzing these figures by class level and sex, 
one notes that for men the single most Important Income source In dollar amount was 
summer employment. The median Income from this source for sophomore men was $803.57. 
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total 1,579.14 1,234.21 2,076.53 1,494.33 1,750.66 1.303.37 

No, of Cases | 152 83 80 30 | 232 113 

* 

Based upon all students In the sample. Whether or not an individual student had the particular source of Income 
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Freshman men had a median Income from summer work of $505*00, which, although 
fairly high, was surpassed In Income for freshman men from family contributions; 
the median Income from the latter was $596.43* 

Work Is a very Important source of male Income, particularly among the 
sophomores. The median Income from ‘'other work" was $685.00 for sophomore men. 
Summer work and other work In terms of dollar amounts for women was of lesser Im- 
portance than It was for men, although It was still a vital Income source for 
women. 

Caution should be exercised In Interpreting certain Income Items In Table 
XXII. For example, state loans appear to be an extremely Important source of In- 
come for women; the median for sophomore women was $750.00 and for freshman women 
was $715.00. It should be noted, however, that the table Is based upon only those 
respondents with Income from the source Item and that. In the above cases, only two 
sophomore women and one freshman woman reported the Item; thus the median amount 
Is misleading If Interpreted In terms of the whole group. 

Effect of Finance on Dropout Rate 

The students in the sample were asked whether they had been In continuous 
attendance, exclusive of summer sessions, since their first registration. Only 20 
students, or 5.8 per cent of the respondents, reported having been out of school 
for a semester or more since entering college. Three students (two men and one 
woman) » or 15 per cent of the students reporting non-contlnuous attendance. Indi- 
cated financial reasons as the primary cause of their dropping out of school for a 
period of time (Table XXIII). One-third of the students Indicating a second most 
Important reason for dropping out of school specified finances. It should be kept 
In mind, however, that the majority of the students were enrolled as freshmen. 

Seven men (43.7% of the men \dio dropped out) and no women, listed scholastic 
problems as the most Important cause for their non-contlnuous attendance. No one 
listed scholastic reasons as a secondary cause. Illness, either personal or 
family, accounted for 30 per cent of the Indicated primary causes for dropping out 
of school. 
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TABLE XXIII 

MOST IMPORTANT REASON FOR DROPPING OUT OF SCHOOL 

(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



Reason Reported 


Men 


Women 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


Financial 


2 


12.5 


1 


25.0 


Scholastic 


7 


43,7 


— 


— 


Personal Illness 


3 


18.7 


1 


25.0 


Family Illness 


2 


12.5 


— 


— 


Excellent Job Opportunity 


1 


6.3 


— 


— 


Dissatisfaction with Courses 


— 




1 


25.0 


Other 


1 


6.3 


1 


25.0 


TOTAL 


16 


100.0 


4 


100.0 




INDIVIDUAL INCOME ITEMS 



Scholarships 

Seventy- two students, or 20.9 per cent of the respondents, held scholarships 
The mean Income from scholarships for Center students holding scholarships was 
$366.67. Students holding scholarships at the Green Bay Center (17.5% of the re- 
spondents from that Center) had the highest mean amount of Income from this source 
of any Center group; the average was $1,021.43. The highest per cent In the sample 
of students from a particular Center holding scholarships was among students at the 
Marathon County Center; the mean amount of their scholarships was $329.50 (52.6%). 
Lowest both In the per cent of respondents from a Center holding a scholarship and 
In the mean dollar amount was the Kenosha Center; 5.1 per cent of the students 
hs4 2 scholarship or scholarships, with a mean Income from this source of $90.00. 

There was little variation In the mean Income from scholarships between 
freshmen and sophomores holding scholarships, $367.82 and $362.94, respectively. 
There was, however, considerable variation between the sexes (Table XXIV). Women 
holding scholarships by far exceeded the men In the mean dollar amount of scholar- 
ship Income; the women averaged $495.76 and the men averaged $257.44. However, 
the median scholarship Income of the women holding scholarships was only $303.57 
as compared with $296.76 for the men; thus the higher mean for the women Is Influ- 
enced by a few very high scholarships. 

The highest mean and median dollar amounts of Income from scholarships were 
those of freshman women, $496.67 and $303.57, respectively. 

Students with scholarships were asked to Indicate the sources of the 
scholarships held. The highest percentage of scholarships (Table XXV) came through 
the University of Wisconsin scholarship office (10.1% of the total students In the 
sample), while second highest In this respect was citizen group scholarships (7.2%) 
Seven students had two sources of scholarships and one student had three sources. 
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TABLE XXIV 

1NCC»!£ mm SCHOLARSHIPS 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


35*00 


35*00 


150.00 


* 


55.00 


85.00 


Median 


297*14 


303.57 


275.00 


255.00 


296.76 


303.57 


95th Percentile 


545*00 


1,695*00 


545.00 


1,495.00 


545.00 


1,495.00 


Mean 


243*57 


496.67 


292.73 


491.67 


257.44 


495.76 


No. of Cases 


28 


27 


11 


6 


39 


33 


% with Item 


18.4 


32.5 


13.8 


20.0 


16.8 


29.2 



Too few cases to compute* 

TABLE XXV 



SOURCES OF SCHOLARSHIPS 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL) 



* 

Source 


Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


No. 


•% 


No* 


% 


No* % 


U. W. Scholarship 


28 


11.9 


7 


6*4 


35 10*1 


Foundation 


1 


0.4 


1 


0*9 


2 0*6 


Private Industry 


11 


4*7 


2 


1*8 


13 3*8 


Citizen Group 


18 


7*7 


7 


6.4 


25 7*2 


Total Students In Sample 


235 




110 1 


i 345 



Seven students had two sources of scholarships and one had three sources* Six 
students who gave a scholarship dollar amount did not Indicate the source* 



Savings 

Almost 61 per cent (60.9%), or 210 of the total respondents, expressed 
savings as a source of funds for attendance* Savings of the students responding to 
the Item averaged $418.86* 

There was a wide difference between men and women In the amount of savings 

reported, men averaged more than twice the amount saved as women did (Table XXVI)* 
The mean of the savings for men amounted to $506*93, while for women the mean 
savings was $242*71* Ninety per cent of the men who Indicated some savings. Indi- 
cated amounts between $50*71 and $2,028*33* Ninety per cent of the women reported 
amounts between $31*00 and $800*00* 
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TABLE X3CVI 

INCOME FROM OWl^ SAVINGS 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL MSD SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


52.50 


29.00 


48.33 


48.33 


50.71 


31.00 


Median 


299.29 


102.78 


400.00 


151.00 


304.09 


105.00 


95th Percentile 


1,295.00 


605.00 


2,395.00 


805.00 


2,028.33 


800.00 


Mean 


445.40 


233.73 


660.75 


266.84 


506.93 


242.71 


No. of Cases 


100 


51 


40 


19 


140 


70 


% with Item 


65.8 


61.4 


50.0 


63.3 


60.4 


62..0 



Sophomores reported greater savings than freshmen did, with respective means 
of $533.90 and $373.91. The largest mean savings was that of sophomore men, 

$660.75. The considerably smaller medians than means Indicate that the means are 
Influenced by a few large amounts. 

Mean savings when viewed by Centers also varied considerably. The highest 
mean, $615.00, was that of Manitowoc Center students with savings, while Marinette 
Center students had the lowest mean Income from savings, $288.06. 

Summer Employment 

Summer employment seems to be a popular source of Income for Center students. 
Two hundred- seventy-four students, or 79.4 per cent of the respondents, reported In- 
come from suEioer employments the mean amount of Income was $544.93. 

As might be expected, men on the average had much higher earnings from sum- 
mer employment than women did. The mean Income from this source was almost two and 
one-half times larger for men than for women, $660.16 aid $265 .50, respectively 
(Table XXVII). Almost 71 per cent (70.8%) of the women Indicated summer work as a 
source of Income, while 83*6 per cent of the men Indicated this as a source of In- 
come. 

The highest mean Income from summer employment (based on students with this 
Income) was that of sophomore men, $840.41. Sophomores as a whole reported higher 
Income amounts from this source than did freshmen; the mean Income for sophomores 
was $705.26, while for freshmen It was $457.06. 
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TABLE XXVII 

INCOME FRCBl SUMMER EMPLOYMENT 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


105.00 


47.50 


300.00 


35.00 


165.00 


47.50 


Median 


505.00 


225.00 


805.57 


300.00 


603.00 


241.67 


95th Percentile 


1,070.00 


600.00 


1,545.00 


600.00 


1,295.00 


600.00 


Mean 


551.40 


253.21 


840.41 


294.17 


660.16 


265.50 


No. of Cases 


121 


56 


73 


24 


194 


80 


% with Item 


79,6 


67.5 


91.3 


80.0 


83.6 


70.8 



Employed students from each Center, with the exception of one, reported 
summer employment Income amounts which averaged In the $500 *s for each Center. 

The exception was the Marshfield Center, whose students had a mean Income of 
$383.04 from this source. 

Work During Academic Year (University Payroll and Other Sources) 

Working for The University of Wisconsin does not appear to be a major source 
of Income for Center students. Only 59 students, or 17.1 per cent of the students 
responding. Indicated University work as a source of Income. These students re- 
ported Incomes from the University which averaged $120.84 for the year. 

Freshman women and sophomore men reported the highest Income from this 
source, with means of $140.00 and $142.78, respectively (Table XXVIII). The mean 
Income of sophomores from University sources was slightly higher than that of 
freshmen. Sophomores with such Income averaged $138.52, while freshmen averaged 
$105.94. 

Students were asked to give their Income from work during the academic year 
from sources other than the University payroll. Slightly over half (51.3%), or 
177 students, responded to this Item. The mean Income from "other work" was $511.13 
(Table XXIX). 
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TABLE XXVIII 

INCOME FROM UNIVERSITY PAYROLL 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


10.00 


30.00 


15.00 


* 


11.67 


15.00 


Median 


S5.00 


65.00 


115.00 


95.00 


85.00 


95.00 


95th Percentile 


205.00 


225.00 


275.00 


305.00 


275.00 


305.00 


Mean 


90.45 


140.00 


142.78 


130.00 


114.00 


135.26 


No. of Cases 


22 


10 


18 


9 


40 


19 


X with Item 


14.5 


12.0 


22.5 


30.0 


17.2 


16.8 



Too few cases to compute. 



TABLE XXIX 

INCOME FROM OTHER WORK 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sophomores 


Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


52.50 


25.00 


85.00 


45.00 


55.00 


35.00 


Median 


450.00 


297.50 


685.00 


355.00 


497.00 


302.50 


95th Percentile 


1,295.00 


665.00 


1,795.00 


805.00 


1,495.00 


805.00 


Mean 


545.37 


309.41 


700.26 


360.00 


595.29 


329.29 


No. of Cases 


82 


34 


39 


22 


121 


56 


% with Item 


53.9 


41.0 


48.8 


73.3 


52.2 


49.6 



As was true of Income from summer work, men averaged considerably higher 
Incomes from outside work during the academic year than women did. Mean Incomes 
for men and women from this source were $595.29 and $329.29, respectively. Ninety 
per cent of the Incomes from this sotirce for men fell between $55.00 and $1,495.00, 
while for women the same per cent of Incomes fell between $35.00 and $805.00. 

Sophomores averaged greater Incomes from "other work" than freshmen did, 
with means of $577.54 and $476.21, respectively. The highest mean was that of 
sophomore men, $700.26. 
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The Investigators combined both of the above categories of student work, 
l.e.. University payroll and "other work," Into a category labeled "own work." 

One hundred ninety-five students, or 56.5 per cent of the respondents, had Income 
In this category. The mean Income of students working during the academic year 
amounted to $500.51. The average for men was distinctly higher than that for-women, 
with means of $571.57 and $344.43, respectively. 

The mean of total income from work during the academic year was higher for 
sophomores than for freshmen; the sophomores averaged $548.87 as compared with 
$472.82 for the freshmen. 

Income from work, divided by Center, Indicated that students from the 
Sheboygan Center averaged the highest Income from these sources, $706.25. Students 
from five of the Centers had average Incomes from work which very closely approxi- 
mated each other. The Centers and the means were: Marshfield, $425.85; Kenosha, 

$439.60; Marinette, $444.86; Fox Valley, $434.74; and Marathon, $429.44. 

Hours Worked and Influence on Grades 

In order to gain a more meaningful view and Interpretation of the amount of 
time Center students spent In working, a "work code" was devised which differen- 
tiated student work times Into three broad areas. Those areas are: (1) worked 

less than 24 weeks (or none) throughout the academic year; (2) worked at least 24 
weeks throughout the academic year, but less than 10 hours per week either or both 
semesters; and (3) worked at least 24 weeks throughout the academic year, and 10 
or more hours per week each semester. 

It will be noted from Table XXX that. In general, respondents tended to the 
extremes of the work code, with the majority working a small amount of time and 
the next largest group working a considerable^ amount of time. Over 60 per cent 
(60.4%) of the freshmen and 49.1 per cent of the sophomores Indicated that they 
worked less than 24 weeks per academic year. On the other hand, 30.2 per cent of 
the freshmen and 38.2 per cent of the sophomores Indicated that they worked at 
least 24 weeks, and 10 or more hours per week each semester throughout the academic 
year. 

Working students were asked for thflr perceptions of the effect that working 
had on their grades. The overwhelming response of the freshmen (74 » 7%) and of the 
sophomores (69.3%), who worked, was that working neither Improved nor hurt their 
grades (Table MXl), The large proportion giving this response seems to indicate 
that working students are either unable or unwilling to assess the effect of 
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working on their academic achievement, or It has tio Influence. Of those who re- 
sponded to the question, 18.3 per cent of the freshmen and 18.7 per cent of the 
sophomores felt that working hurt their grades. 

Work and Credits Carried 

There appears to be little real relationship between the amount of outside 
work done throughout the academic year (as defined by the work code) and the number 
of credits carried by the students (Table XXXII). At the freshman level, there Is 
little difference In the first semester credit distribution between those who did 
not work or who worked a minimum amount of time, and those who worked 24 or more 
weeks per semester and at least 10 hours per week. The freshmen who worked a 
moderate amount tended to carry either a light credit load or a relatively heavy 
credit load. Among sophomores, those working the most tended to carry slightly 
fewer credits than those not working or working a minimum amount of time, while a 
higher proportion of those working a moderate amount of time carried heavier credit 
loads than was true of the other two groups. 

Work Load and Total Costs for Center Attendance 

An attempt was made to relate work load, as defined by the work code, and 
total costs for Center attendance. The total cost analysis Is based upon the 255 
respondents who gave a cost for room and board. Table XXXIII shows that the 
smallest total costs were reported by respondents In work code two, those who 
worked at least 24 weeks per year, but less than 10 hours per week either or both 
semesters. Mean and median total costs for that group of respondents were 
$1,265.00 and $1,195.00, respectively. 

It appears from . Table XXXIII that the more a student works, the more 

he spends. The statement may be reciprocal; no attempt was made to establish a 
cause and effect relationship. The mean and median total costs for the "most 
work” respondents were $1,457.50 and $1,366.42, respectively. 






least 24 weeks throyghout the academic year, and 10 or more hours per week each semester 
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TABLE XXXIII 

TOTAL expenditures'^ FOR CENTER ATTENDANCE 
(ACCORDING TO WORK CODE) 



Measure 


Work Code"* 


1 


2 


3 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


728.33 


820.00 


715.00 


Median 


1,256.53 


1,195*00 


1,366.42 


95th Percentile 


2,070.00 


1,795.00 


2,245.00 


Mean 


1,317.41 


1,265.00 


1,457*50 


No. of Cases 


145 


30 


80 



Based upon the 255 students who reported a room and board cost* 

It Did not work or worked less than 24 weeks throughout the academic year; 

2; Worked at least 24 weeks throughout the academic year, but less than 10 
hours per week either or both semesters; and 3: Worked at least 24 weeks 

throughout the academic year, and 10 or more hours per week each semester* 

Family Contributions 

Family contributions were reported as a source of Income by 268 students, 
or 77*7 per cent of the respondents* More women than men Indicated this Item as 
an Income source, 87*6 per cent and 72.8 per cent, respectively. The mean Incomes 
(Table XXXIV) from family contributions by sex were as follows: men, $638.88 and 

women, $650.10* 



TABLE XXXIV 

INCOME FROM FAMILY CONTRIBUTION 
(ACCORDING TO CLASS LEVEL AND SEX) 





Freshmen 


Sonhomores 1 


1 Total 


Measure 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women | 


1 Men 


Women 




Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars t 


1 Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


95.00 


85*00 


200*00 


105.00 


101.67 


100.00 


Median 


596.43 


551.67 


503*00 


501.67 


540.00 


548.33 


95th Percentile 


1,495.00 


1,395*00 


1,495*00 


1,561.66 


1,495.00 


1,528.33 


Mean 


630.37 


630*42 


654*33 


702.59 


638.88 


650.10 


No. of Cases 


109 


72 


60 


27 


169 


99 


% with Item 


71*7 


86*7 


75*0 


90.0 


72*8 


87.6 
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Ninety per cent of the men reported family contributions bet^en $101.67 and 
$1,495.00. Ninety per cent of the women Indicated family contributions between 
$100.00 and $1,528.33. 

There Is little difference In the mean amount of family contributions to 
freshmen and sophomores. Sophomores averaged $669.31, while freshmen averaged 
$630.39. The highest amount was reported by sophomore women (a mean of $702.59). 

The mean Income from family contributions varied by Center. Marshfield 
Center students Indicated contributions somewhat lower than the other Centers, 
averaging $483.45. Next lowest family contributions were reported by students 
from the Kenosha Center, with a mean of $558.00. Students from two Centers report- 
ed family contributions which averaged In the $700 *s; the mean Income from this 
source was $785.00 for Fox Valley Center students, while It was $710.83 for Racine 
Center students. 

It should be kept In mind that family contribution amounts In many cases 
Included an estimate of the cost of room and board In cases where students did not 
have an out-of-pocket expenditure for room and board. 

University Loans 

University loans Include NDEA, state, and any other loans provided by or 
through The University of Wisconsin. This source does not provide any significant 
portion of Income to Center students. Only seven students, or 2.0 per cent of the 
respondents. Indicated any loans of these types as Income sources. 

The three women who reported University loans as a source of Income had 
loans averaging $736.67, while the mean for the four men who did so was $387.50. 

Two of the seven students were at the Marinette Center. No respondents from three 
Centers (Marshfield, Racine, and Sheboygan) listed University loans as a source of 
Income. 

Other Loans 

Other loans consist of all types of non-Uhlverslty-related loans, and In- 
clude loans from a relative, a bank, etc. 

Twenty-six, or 7.5 per cent of the respondents, answered this question; the 
mean Income from their loans was $328.85. The 12 women who responded had an aver- 
age loan of $391.67, while the mean loan of the 14 men was $275.00. 

Seventeen of the respondents were freshmen, with a mean loan of $426.47. 

The sophomore mean was $144.44. 
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A breakdown of Income from these types of loans, by Center, gives little use- 
ful Information due to the limited number of students with loans at the various 
Centers. 

Total Loans 

When all types of loans were considered. It was found that 33, or 9.6 per 
cent of the respondents, had loans of any type. The mean Income from loans was 
$396.51 (Table XXXV). The mean of loans for the men was $317.22, while for the 
women It was $491.66. 

TABLE XXXV 

INC(»1E FROM LOANS OF ALL TYPES 
(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



Measure 


Men 


Women 


Total 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


55.00 


35.00 


5S.OO 


Median 


185.00 


405.00 


275.00 


95th Percentile 


805.00 


905.00 


905.00 


Mean 


317.22 


491.66 


396.51 


No. of Cases 


18 


15 


33 


% with Item 


, 7-8 ■ 


13.3 


9.6 



Federal and State 

Only eight students, or 2.3 per cent of the respondents. Indicated Income 
from federal and state sources. These are payments made to students other than 
through scholarships, loans, and/or the military. The above Item refers to pay- 
ments because of physical handicaps, to war orphans, etc. 

The mean Income from these sources was $543.75. The six men who reported 
Income from federal and state payments averaged $656.67, and the two women who 
Indicated this Item averaged $205.00. 

The mean Income from these sources of the three sophomores (no women) In 

this group was $850.00, %dille for the freshmen It was $360.00. 

« 

Military 

Five men and no women Indicated an Income from this source. Their mean 
Income from this source was $246.00. 



44 



Other Sources 

six students Indicated Income from sources other than those enumerated in 
the questionnaire* Their mean Income from these other sources was $323. 33. No 
women so Indicated; the group was divided evenly between freshmen and sophomores. 

The mean for the three sophomores was $520.00, while that for the freshmen 
was $126.67. 



AVAILABILITY OF AUTOMOBILE 



Although 243 students, or 70 • 4 per cent of the respondents, Indicated that 
they had a car available for their use, only 81 students (77 men and 4 women) re- 
ported that they owned an automobile* One hundred flfty-slx, or 45*2 per centt 
responded that the available automobile was their parents' car, and the other six 
students (1*7% of the respondents) Indicated that the available car belonged to 
someone other than themselves or their parents* 

Total Expenditures 

When the total expenditures for Center attendance^ are analysed In light of 
car availability, It Is noted from Table EXXVI that both mean and median total 
costs were greatest for students who owned their own automobiles, $1,581*06 and 
$1,495*00, respectively* Most common In car availability was that of use of 
parents' cars, with 109 of the 255 respondents so Indicating* Total expenditures 
for this group, with a mean of $1,343*16 and a median of $1,270*00, were lower* than 
for students owning their own cars, but were greater than for the other two cate- 
gories * 



TABLE XXXVI 

TOTAL EXPENDITURES FOR CENTER ATTENDANCE* 
(ACCORDING TO AVAILABILITY OF AUTOMOBILE) 



Measure 


Own Car 


Parents' Car 


Other Car 


No Car 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


945.00 


695.00 


M 


735.00 


Median 


1,495.00 


1,270.00 


1,095.00 


1,155.00 


95th Percentile 


2,295.00 


2,161.66 


1,295.00 


1,895.00 


Mean 


1,581.06 


1,343.16 


965.00 


1,223.75 


No* of Cases 


61 


109 


5 


80 



ft 

Based upon the 255 students who gave a room and board amount* 
Too few cases to compute* 
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Based upon the 255 respondents who gave a room and board amount 
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The least total costs were reported by respondents using some other person's 
car, although only five persons Indicated this form of car availability. The mean 
total expenditure by this group was $965.00, while the median was $1,095.00. 

According to Travel Expenditures Related to Attendance 

The cost of travel related to attendance also was examined In light of car 
availability. It can be noted from Table mVII that there Is a considerable dif- 
ference In travel esqpendltures by those who own their own car and those idio have 
no car available to them. For example, the mean and median costs of travel related 
to attendance for men with no car was $53.57 and $45*00, respectively, while the 
same measures of the cost for men who owned their own cars were $150.93 and 
$111.67, respectively* Similarly, the median expenditure for this item by women 
who owned their own cars was $100.00 (only 3 cases), while for those with no car 
the median was $38.75* The mean expenditure for travel related to attendance for 
women who owned their own cars was $93*33, while for those with no car. It was 
$41.35. 

There Is also a difference between those who use their parents' car and 
those who have no car available to them* The mean costs for travel related to at- 
tendance for students who t^ed their parents' car was approximately twice the costs 
for students who had no car* The mean expenditure by men using their parents' car 
was $103.73, while for those with no car. It was $53.57; the mean expenditure by 
women using their parents' car was $85*41, and for women with no car the mean was 
only $41.35* This suggests that students who own their own cars or who use their 
parents' cars are possibly from a wider geographic area than are those students who 
have no car available* It might be, however, that some students who have no car 
available to them live farther away from the Center than those who do have a car, 
and that such students do not commute but are students living away from home In 
the Center locations. 

According to Expenditures for Recreation 

Recreational expenditures were related to the availability of an automobile. 
As was indicated previously, men spend considerably more for recreation than women 
do. There appears to be little difference In expenditures for recreation of stu- 
dents owning their own cars and of students with no car available to them* The 
mean recreation cost for men owning their own car was $165*71, while for men with 
no car it was $152*04 (Table XX3CVII1). Interestingly, the mean recreation cost 



EXPEilDITURES FOR TRAVEL RELATED TO ATTENDANCE 
(ACCORDING TO SEE AND AVAILABILITY OF AUTOMOBILE) 




few cases to cooqiute 




Too few eases to coiq>ute 
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for men using their parents’ car and for men using some other car were distinctly 
lower, $118«20 and $80.00, respectively. The mean recreation cost for women with 
their own cars was $56.66, while for those without a car it was $47.55. 




OCCUPATION, 



EDUCATION. AND INCOME OF PARENTS 



OccupatlonB 

The single twst common occupation of fathers of Centex students was that of 
skilled workers. Elghty-nlne s tridents, or 26.3 per cent of the respondents, report- 
ed this occupational category for their fathers (Table XXXIX). Seven students did 
not Indicate the occupation of their fathers. The least cotamon occupations of 
fathers of Center students were semi-professional and service occupations, each 
with nine responses, or 2.7 per cent of the respondents. Skilled or semi-skilled 
occupations were listed by 44.0 per cent of the respondents as the occupational 
categories of fathers. Just under 25 per cent (24.9%) of the respondents listed 
professional, semi-professional, or managerial-official positions of fathers. 

TABLE XXXIX 

OCCUPATIONS OF FATHERS OF CENTER STUDENTS 
(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



. * 
Father's Occupation 




Fathers of 


Stiidents 






hen 


Women H 


\ Total 


Freq. 


% 


Freq. 


% 1 


Freq. 


% 


Professional 


13 


5.8 


8 


7.1 1 


1 21 


6.2 


Semi-professional 


8 


3.6 


1 


0.9 


9 


2.7 


Managerial and Official 


33 


14.7 


21 


18.6 


54 


16.0 


Clerical and Sales 


32 


14.2 


10 


8.8 


42 


12.4 


Service Occupations 


7 


3.1 


2 


1.8 


9 


2.7 


Agrlculttiral 


27 


12.0 


15 


13.3 


42 


12.4 


Skilled 


57 


25.3 


32 


28.3 


89 


26.3 


Semi-skilled 


42 


18.6 


18 


15.9 


60 


17.7 


Unskilled 


6 


2.7 


6 


5.3 1 


12 


3.6 


TOTAL 


225 


100.0 


113 


100.0 1 


1 338^ 


100.0 



*Former occtq>atlon If retired or deceased. 
^Scven students did not respond to this Item. 
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Slightly over 50 per cent (50.4%), or 174 students. Indicated a current or 
former occupation of their mothers. It is assumed that the mothers of the rest of 
the students are housewives and the students did not know their former occupation, 
if any. Only 33.8 per cent of the respondents indicated that their mothers were 
currently working outside the home either part-time or full-time. 

The most common occupation (or former occupation) of mothers of Center stu- 
dents was that of clerical-sales work, with 73 students, or 42.0 per cent of those 
who reported an occupation, listing occupations in this work category (Table XL). 
Professional occupations of mothers were reported by 30 students, or 17.3 per cent 
of the respondents. The relatively high percentage of mothers in professional 
occupations can be traced to the number of mothers of Center students who are or 
were in the nursing profession. 

TABLE XL 

OCCUPATIONS OF MOTHERS OF CENTER STUDENTS 
(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



Mother’s Occupation 


Mothers of Students 


Men 


Women 


Total 


Freq. 


% 


Freq^. 


% 


Freq. 


% 


Professional 


16 


15.5 


14 


19.7 


30 


17.3 


Semi-professional 


4 


3.9 


— 


— 


4 


2.3 


Managerial and Official 




— 


2 


2.8 


2 


1.1 


Clerical and Sales 


40 


38.8 


33 


46.5 


73 


42.0 


Service Occupations 


22 


21.4 


13 


18.3 


35 


20.1 


Agricultural 


— 




1 


1.4 


1 


0.6 


Skilled 


1 


1.0 


1 


1.4 


2 


1.1 


Semi-skilled 


13 


12.6 


6 


8.5 


19 


10.9 


Unskilled 


7 


6.8 


1 


1.4 


8 


4.6 


TOTAL 


103 


100.0 


71 


100.0 


174^ 


100.0 



Former occupation if housewife or deceased. 

^About half of the students did not respond to this item; it is likely that the 
mothers are housewives. 
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Education 

Most of the parents of the Center students did not attend college. Only 
20*4 per cent of the fathers and 14.8 per cent of the mothers of the Center stu- 
dents attended college. Only 29 of the fathers (8.5%) and 12 of the mothers (3.5%) 
received a bachelor's or higher degree (Tables XLI and XLII). 

TABLE XLI 

EDUCATION OF FATHERS OF CENTER STUDENTS 
(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



Fathers of Students 



Father's Education 


Men 


Women 


Total 


Freq . % 


Freq . % 


Freq . % _ 


Below 8th Grade 


18 7.8 


7 6.2 


25 7.3 


8th Grade 


45 19.6 


27 23.9 


72 21.0 


High School - No Diploma 


34 14.8 


15 13.3 


49 14.3 


High School - Diploma 


88 38.3 


39 34.5 


127 37.0 


College - No Degree 


29 12.6 


12 10.6 


41 11.9 


Bachelor's Degree 


9 3.9 


8 7.1 


17 5.0 


Master's, Law, Equivalent 


4 1.7 


4 3.5 


8 2.3 


Doctor's (Ph.D., M.D., etc.) 


3 1.3 


1 0.9 


4 1.2 


TOTAL 


230 100.0 


113 100.0 


343* 100.0 



Two students did not respond to this Item. 



The most common educational level of the parents of Center students was 
that of high school completion, with 37.0 per cent of the fathers and 46.8 per 
cent of the mothers earning high school diplomas but never attending college. 
Over 42 per cent (42.6%) of the fathers and 38.4 per cent of the mothers did not 

graduate from high school. 
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TABLE XLII 

EDUCATION OF MOTHERS OF CENTER STUDENTS 
(ACCORDING TO SEX) 



Mother* s Education 


M 


[others of 


Students 




Men 


Women 


Total 


Freq. 


. % 


Freq. 


% 


Freq . 


% 


Below 8th Grade 


8 


3.5 


4 


3.5 


12 


3.5 


8th Grade 


53 


22.9 


12 


10.6 


65 


18.9 


High School - No Diploma 


36 


15.6 


19 


16.8 


55 


16.0 


High School - Diploma 


103 


44.6 


58 


51.4 


161 


46.8 


College - No Degree 


24 


10.4 


15 


13.3 


39 


11.3 


Bachelor* s Degree 


7 


3.0 


4 


3.5 


11 


3.2 


Master* s. Law, Equivalent 




— 


1 


0.9 


1 


0.3 


TOTAL 


231 


100.0 


113 


100.0 


344* 


100.0 



It 

One student did not respond to this Item. 



Incomes 

Students were asked to estimate the Income of their parents for the 1964-65 
year. Almost 94 per cent (93.9%) of the respondents to the questionnaire, or 324 
students, gave an estimate. 

In order to obtain a more accurate record of parent Incomes, a self- 
addressed double postal card was mailed to the parents of Center students who 
returned the questionnaire. The parents were asked to report their total annual 
Income and to return the card to the Office of Institutional Studies.^ No names 
were used; code numbers were employed to Insure anonymity. Almost 54 per cent 
(53.6%) of the parents of questionnaire respondents returned usable Income cards. 

While student-reported parent Income figures and parent-reported Income 
figures were not examined on an Individual basis, there was little variation be- 
tween the mean parent Income as reported by the students and the mean parent In- 
come as reported by the parents* 

The following analyses are based upon the parents* reports of Income 
rather than on the student estimates. It Is assumed that the parents* reports 
more accurately reflect true Incomes than do the student estimates. 
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See Appendix 
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According to Father *s Occupation 

Fathers In profer^slonal and managerlal~offlclal occupations have the highest 
m'-i&a total Incomes of the occupational categories, averaging more than twice the 
income of the ui^skllled workers, and almost twice the Income of those In agricul- 
tural and semi-skilled occupations (Table XLIII). The mean total earnings of the 
parents where fathers were In professional work was $12,116*60, while for those 
In unskilled Jobs, the Incomes averaged $5,575.00; those in semi-skilled work 
averaged $6,585.10, and agricultural workers averaged $6,710.80. The mean total 
earnings of the parents where the fathers were skilled workers was $7,838.80— 
higher by about $800 than those of clerical-sales ($7,050.00) and service 
($7,078.33) occupations. 

According to Father * s Education 

In general, there appears to be a direct relationship between amount of 
education and total Income of parents of Center students. Tlie mean income of the 
parents where the fathers have a doctor's degree (based upon only three responses) 
is over four times that where the fathers have less than an eighth grade education, 
and almost three times of that where the fathers are high school graduates only 
(Table XLIV). Deviation from the general increasing progression of amount of 
education and Income lies among those where the fathers have only an eighth grade 
education and where the fathers attended but did not graduate from high school. 

All measures used, including the median and mean, show higher income amounts where 
fathers had only an eighth grade education than where fathers ai: tended but did not 
graduate from high school. 

According to Whether or Not Students Work 

There appears to be little relationship between parent reported Income and 
amount of work during the academic year by Center students (Table XLV). Parents 
of students who did not work or worked less than 24 weeks throughout the academic 
year had a mean Income of $7,959.60, while parents of students in the "most work" 
category, l«e., who worked at least 24 weeks throughout the academic year and 10 
or more hours per week each semester, averaged $8,030.60* The medians show the 
same relationship, with the median Income of parents of students with the least 
outside work being $6,950«00, and that of parents of students who worked the most 
being $7,172.20. Parents of students whose outside work commitment fell between 



H 

M 

H 

h4 

I 

tr* 



(U 








d) 


o 


o 


O 


o 




H 


M 


o 


o 


O 


sf 




Cd 


cd 


• 


• 


• 


• 


H- 


4J 


rH 


CO 


to 


o 


rs 


tX> 


P 


?H 


o\ 


as 


to 


CM 


00 


H 


p 


CM 


o 


OV 


rH 


H 




Q 


CM 


r>* 




00 












fH 






na 


p 




o 


o 


o 




p 


M 




o 


o 


o 




i »-< 


P 




• 


• 


• 




£ »H 


r4 


•K 


to 


o 


to 


00 


P *H 


r4 




as 


to 


rv 






C 




<r 


ov 


to 




CD 


Q 






o 


to 












rH 






na 


P 


O 


o 


o 


o 




1 p 


M 


O 


o 


o 


rH 




•H iH 


P 


• 


• 


• 


• 




0 tH 


H 


CO 


to 


o 


to 




oI *H 


r4 


as 




to 


CO 


cn 


CO 


O 


H 


sr 


CJN 


to 




(0 


Q 


CM 


VO 


as 


VO 




T3 


CO 


o 


o 


o 


o 




p 


M 


o 


o 


o 


CO 




*H 


C4 


• 


• 


* 


• 




fH 


H 


CO 


lO 


o 


00 


sr 


•H 


rH 


as 


sr 


to 


CO 


to 


4«: 


O 


CM 


to 


as 


00 




cn 


Q 


CO 




rH 


r% 












rH 






fH 


CO 


o 


o 


O 


o 




•. p 


U 


o 


o 


O 


oo 




•H 


CO 


• 


• 


• 


• 




M 0 


H 


tn 


to 


O 


o 


CO 




tH 




cn 


to 


H 


CM 


p 


o 


o 


o\ 






M 




VO 


sr 


VO 




Ci 








fH 






0) (1 


CO 




o 


O 


cn 




P Cl 
•H S» 


u 

CO 




o 

• 


O 


cn 

• 




> CD 


rH 


•K 


to 


to 


00 


cn 


M CD 


H 




Os 


o> 


IN. 




P O 


O 




00 


o 


o 




CO 


P 




VO 


as 


r>» 




i 


CO 


o 


o 


o 


o 




p m 


M 


o 


o 


o 


o 




o P 


cO 


p 


• 


• 


• 




•H tH 


rH 


lO 


in 


o 


o 


o 


M P 


H 


Os 


ejN 


in 


to 


CM 


P CO 


O 


VO 


H 


o\ 


o 




rH 


P 


H 




cn 






O 






H 






r4 














1 P 


£» 


o 


o 


o 


o 




• »H 


H 


o 


o 


o 


m 




60 O 


P 


• 


• 


« 


• 




P *H 


H 


lO 


o 


o 


as 


rH 


d 44 


H 


as 


o 


m 


to 


CM 


P 44 


O 


o 


CM 


as 


CM 




S o 


» 


Mf 


q 


CM 


CM 










rH 


CM 


iH 




I H 














O P 


P 




o 


8 


o 




M d 


H 




o 


o 




o« O 


P 




• 


• 


• 




I *H 


H 


•fc 


in 


o 


o 


to 


•H w 


H 




o> 


in 


m 




0 ra 


O 




cn 




00 




p p 


Q 






•p- 


00 




CO 44 








H 






r-4 














P 

i «3 


P 

M 


o 

o 


s 


8 


o 

VO 




p O 


P 


• 


• 


• 


• 




M »H 


HI 


ir» 


o 


o 


VO 


a 


P4 P 


H 




to 


to 


tH 


P 


P 


h>» 


Os 


C3V 


H 




p 


P 


C4 


q 


H 


M 




44 






rH 


CM 


«H 












p 










P 




fH 










r4 




•H 










•H 




44 




09 






•M 




d 




<U 






d 




p 




03 






p 




CD 




(d 






o 




U 




CJ 






M 




P 






N 




P 




P 




4H 


P 




P 


p 




O 


P 

P 




Xi 




»d 

44 


g 


© 






44 


JD 


m 




o 






m 




ai 


^0 


}zs • 



g 



0) 

S 

I 

o 

0 

<p 

<u 

(0 

Cd 

a 

1 

O 

-O 



nJ 

04 

O 

o 

u 

o 

(0 

<u 

»cs 

4J 

rt 

»w 

M 

•H 

CD 

42 

4J 

•M 

M 

O 

P4 

5 

o 

<M 

»d 

<0 

•H 

.*0 

44 

(0 

•M 

d 

<u 

tJ 

3 

CO 

p 



t4 Pc< 



M 

U 







CO 










(0 


o o o 




14 




o o o 




o 


<0 


• • • 




44 


rH 


•K O O O 


CO 


a 


rH 


m in m 




o 


O 


cn cn <t 




p 


P 


H m CM 








CM CM CM 




• 








•» »H 








P P 




o o o 




• cr 


u 


O O CO 




U H 


cd 


• • • 




P 


iH 


4e m o CO 


VO 


44 •• 


fH 


sr in 00 




p Ek 


O 


CM cn CM 




J9 P 


P 


cn o IN. 




10 p 




VO fH 




CO 










CO 


o o o 




44 


u 


O O 00 




O 


cd 


• • • 




iH 


rH 


•K in o 00 


o\ 


P 


rH 


<n m CO 




ja 


O 


m a* CO 




u 


P 


00 fH fH 




p 




CM fH 




« 








p 








p p 


JO 


O O O O 




60 U 


u 


o o o cn 




p to. 


p 


• • • • 




iH P 


tH 


m in o 00 


ov 


H P 


H 


cn cn m CM 


rH 


Q 


O 


iH CM cn o 




w .o 


P 


CO 00 «p- <n 




izi 




iH 




H 








O 








O P 


P 


O O O O 




X 0 


b 


O O O CM 




u o 


p 


• • • • 




cn fH 


fH 


m m o sr 


vD 


d 


iH 


cn cn m IN. 


VO 


43 P 


O 


IN. sr cn 00 




OOP 


P 


CM C' CO IN. 








H 




P 








tH 








O P 








O 


1 PD 


o o o o 




p 5 


b 


O O O H 




a fH 


p 


• • • • 




CO cU 


fH 


in in o MT 


rH 




H 


cn cn m CM 


CO 


43 P 


O 


tH tH cn CM 




60 


P 


CM VO O VO 




•H ^ 




H 




» P 








P 








•d 


P 


o o o o 




P 


H 


o o o in 




*4 


P 


• • • • 




o 


fH 


m in o CO 


Os 




fH 


m cn in cn 


CO 


43 


O 


CM CO cn H 




44 


P 


CM vO tH IN. 




OO 




H 




P 










P 


Q O O O 




... 

PK P 


H 


o o o m 




O M 


P 


• • • * 




tH O 


tH 


in m m CM 


VD 


P 


fH 


cn cn m VO 


tH 


p .d 


O 


O CM O CM 




44 

00 


P 


H in tn m 








p 








P tH 








iH *H 








•rt 44 


p 






b ^ 


p 






d P 


p 






P o 


p 






U M 


o 


9> 




14 P 




u 




p d p 


M4 


p 




w _ 


O 


p 




^ *H 43 d 




p 




»d no 44 p 


• 


.9J 




44 p m p 








•n » <n » 


!2: 



Too few cases to compute 



55 



TABLE XLV 

PARENTS REPORTED INCOME 
(ACCORDING TO WORK CODE* OF STUDENT) 



Measure 


■ -I 


Work Code 




1 


2 


3 


Dollars 


Dollars 


Dollars 


5th Percentile 


3,040.90 


1,950. CO 


1,700.00 


Median 


6,950.00 


7,950.00 


7,172.20 


95th Percentile 


13,950.00 


14,950.00 


16,950.00 


Mean 


7,959.60 


8,450,00 


8,030.60 


No. of Cases 


104 


24 


62 



•k 

l! Did not work or worked less than 24 weeks throughout the academic year; 
2: Worked at least 24 weeks throughout the academic year, but less than 10 

hours per week either or both semesters; and 3: Worked at least 24 weeks 

throughout the academic year, and 10 or more hours per week each semester. 



these two extremes, l.e., those students who worked at least 24 weeks throughout 
the academic year, but less than 10 hours per week during both or either semesters, 
had the highest reported incomes, with a mean of $8,450.00 and a median of 
$7,950.00. 



According to Student Housing 



As noted in Table XLVI, parents 
highest mean and median Incomes of all 
$8,313.90 and $7,350.00, respectively, 
other housing categories whose parents 
likely be misleading. 



of students living at home reported the 
types of student housing groups, with 
Due to the limited numbers of students In 
reported Incomes, further comparisons would 
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TABLE XLVI 

PARENTS REPORTED INCdlE 
(ACCORDING TO TYPE OF HOUSING OF STUDENT) 



Measure 


Parents * 
Home 


Other 
Relative *s 
Home 


Prlv* Home 
(Non-rela- 
tlve) 


Dormitory 


Apartment 


5th Percentile 


$ 2,616.60 


•k 


* 


■k 


k 


Median 


7,350.00 


$5,950.00 


$ 6,950.00 


$ 6,950.00 


$3,450.00 


95th Percentile 


16,950.00 


6,950.00 


10,950.00 


10,950.00 


k 


Mean 


8,313.90 


4,650.00 


6,450.00 


6,783.30 


3,450.00 


No. of Students 


169 


5 


5 


9 


2 



Too few cases to compute. 



Parents * Incomes and Total Expenditures by Center Students 

There appears to be little variation In the means of total expendlr^res by 
Center students (Table XLVII) grouped according to levels of parents* Incomes. The 
exception Is that of the highest Income group ($12,000 or more) where the mean 
total expenditure was $1,815.00. The other total expenditure means ranged from 
$1,281.36 (parents* Income of $8,000-$9,999) to $1,445.00 (parents* Income of $2,000- 
$3,999). 

The total expenditure medians exhibit a downward trend from the lowest In- 
come group ($2,000-$3,999) to the $8s.000-$9,999 Income group; total expenditure 
medians of $1,495.00 and $1,195.00, respectively. The total attendance expenditure 
mean of those for whom no parent-reported Income was available was slightly lower 
than the overall mean for all the students ($1,316.90 compared with $1,355.19). 



1 



These total costs are based upon the 255 students who gave a room and board amount. 
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Based upon the 255 students who gave a room and board amount 




SUMMARY AND GENERALIZATIONS 



In a study as detailed as the one here reported and from which the data 
might be used for a multitude of purposes. It Is Impractical or almost impossible 
to summarize the findings In such a way as to answer all of the questions which 
are related to the data* Therefore It Is recommended that persons ^ having use for 
data of the type reported, read the entire report. The followli/, highlights only 
some of the material found In the report. It Is emphasized that It generally Is 
unwise to take these statements out of context without referring back to the more 
complete data. 

This study Is one of two related reports on costs for attendance and Income 
of University of Wisconsin students. This study analyzes the costs and Incomes of 
students attending primarily commuting campuses. The University of Wisconsin 
Centers* The other study will report data of a similar nature for students at- 
tending a primarily resident campus, the Madison campus. 

The students surveyed for this report consisted of a sample of University 
of Wisconsin Center students who were In attendance at a Center both semesters of 
the 1964-65 academic year and who were enrolled for at least two courses each 
semester. The report Is based upon a 71.0 per cent response by the students to 
whom questionnaires were sent. Included In the analyses are only single freshman 
and sophomore students who paid full resident fees. 

1. Based upon the students who gave a cost for room and board, 90 per cent 
of the students had total expenditures for the academic year of Center attendance 
of between $755# 00 and $2,145.00, with a median amount of $1,290.45. Men had a 
considerably higher median total expenditure amount ($1,356.11) than did the 
women ($1,109.28). The mean expenditure for all students who Indicated a room 
and board expenditure or who estimated such a cost was $1,355.19; the mean for 
the men was $1,425.11 and for the women was $1,212.85. 

2. When divided by class and sex. It was found that the highest mean 
expenditure was that of sophomore men ($1,520.93) and the lowest was that of 
freshman women ($1,172.24). The higher average expenditure by men than by women 
Is associated with the fact that men spend considerably more for Insurance and 
recreation and entertainment. Even though the women on the average spend more 
for clothing than men do, the difference Is not sufficiently great to offset the 
higher average expenditures of men for some other Items. 
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3* Students who come from large families tend to spend less than students 
from small families do. 

4. Of the 255 students reporting an out-of-pocket expenditure or a cost to 
their parents for room and board, 204 (80.0%) lived in their parents* home. The 
mean total expenditure, based upon the students reporting a cost for room and 
board, was highest for those living at home ($1,394.01); the lowest was for stu- 
dents living In a dormitory ($l,ll4^»72). 

5. The mean room and board cost of students reporting such a coat was 
$510.09 for the academic year, with the average male reporting a higher amount 
($533.30) than the a\»erage female ($462.85). 

6. Of the respondents, 83.5 per cent Indicated an expenditure for travel 
related to attendance. Ninety per cent of the men reported expenditures between 
$13.33 and $300.00; 90 per cent of the women reported expenditures between $11.25 
and $181.67. 

7. Only 15.7 per cent of the Center students reported that they had In- 
curred debts; the mean amount of debt for those with debts was $414.51. Of the 
students with debts, 50.0 per cent had debts Incurred for their education and 

35.2 per cent had debts for an automobile. 

8. The total Income of the Center students for the academic year ranged 
from under $400 to over $3,400 Including summer i:miployment. Generally the students 
had greater Income than expenditures. The mean excess Income over expenditures 
for sophomores was $680.43, while for freshmen it was $446.60. 

9. The most common Income source for men (83.6% of the men) and the great- 
est in dollar amount was summer employment; the mean Income from summer employment 
of the men employed during the summer was $660.16. This was considerably higher 
than the mean income from summer employment for women employed during the summer 
($265.50); 70.8 per cent of the woman respondents reported summer employment as an 
Income source. It appears from this that It would be difficult to encourage large 
numbers of Center students to attend summer sessions. 

10. There Is a tendency for Center students to work durl’^g the academic 
year; 17.2 per cent of the men and 16.8 per cent of the women reported Income from 
University employment (a mean income of $120.84 from University employment) , while 

52.2 per cent of the men and 49.6 per cent of the women reported income from other 
work. The mean Income from this other work of persons working was $511.13. Com- 
bining both University and "other work," It was found that 56.5 per cent of the 
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Center students worked during the academic year; the mean earnings from work of 
these persons was $500. 51. The mean for men was $571*57 and for women was $344.43. 

11. Slightly less than one out of every five students working during the 
year felt that working hurt their grades. Over 70 per cent (72.8%) did not Indi- 
cate that working either Improved or hurt their grades; these students were either 
unable or unwilling to assess the effect of work on grades or there actually was 
no effect. 

12. There appears to be little real relationship between the amount of work 
during the academic year and the number of credits carried. 

13. While 70.4 per cent of the respondents Indicated that they had an auto- 
mobile available to them, only 81 (77 men and 4 women) of the 243 so reporting 
Indicated that they owned an automobile* Students who own an automobile on the 
average spend more during the year than do students who do not own an automobile; 
the students who owned an automobile had a mean expenditure of $1,581.06 as com- 
pared with a mean expenditure of $1,223.75 by students who had no car available. 

14. There appears to be little difference in the expenditures for recreation 
of students who own their own automobile and those who do not have a car available 
to them. 

15. The single most common occupation of fathers of Center students was that 
of skilled workers (26.3% of the fathers of respondents); 24.9 per cent of the 
fathers were in professional, semi-professional, or managerial-official positions. 

16. Most of the parents of the Center students did not attend college. 

Only 20.4 per cent of the fathers and 14.8 per cent of the mothers had attended 
a college; only 8.5 per cent of the fathers and 3.5 per cent of the mothers had 
earned a baccalaureate or higher degree. Over 42 per cent of the fathers and 38 
per cent of the mothers did not graduate from high school. 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN 
MADISON, WISCONSIN 53706 



Office of Institutional Studies 
B-ll Bascom Hall 



April 28, 1965 



Dear U.W. Center Student: 

Students planning to attend The University of Wisconsin are 
Interested In costs of attendance and ways In which current students 
finance their education while attending The University. We too would 
like data to supplement that now available. 

We are asking for your assistance In bringing together data 
which will be helpful In providing Information to our prospective 
students. In determining needs for expansion of financial aids pro- 
grams, and In better knowing financial problems facing our enrolled 
students. A questionnaire Is enclosed for this purpose. Please 
return the completed questionnaire to me within the next week If at 
all possible. A self-addressed stamped envelope Is enclosed for your 
convenience . 

A questionnaire Is being sent to Individuals In a sample of 
Madison campus students, and to Individuals in a sample of students 
representative of all of the U.W. Center students. Since the study 
Is based upon representative samples, it Is important that each 
person respond and that the responses be as accurate as possible. 

All information will be kept In strict confidence and the 
analyses will be on a group and not Individual basis. Student names 
will not be available to the persons making the analyses. You will 
note a code number on the questionnaire. This number has only one 
purpose; it enables us to send a follow-up to persons who do not 
respond to the first request. 

We are aware that your time Is valuable and that this request 
will be an added demand on your time. We appreciate sincerely your 
assistance. 





LJL:eh 

Enc. 



Please return to: 

Office of Institutional Studies 

Code No. B-11 Bascom Hall 

University of Wisconsin 
Madison, Wisconsin 53706 

STUDY OF STUDENT COSTS, 1964-65 ACADEMIC YEAR 
THE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN CENTER SYSTEM 

I. GENERAL INFOEMATION 



SEX: Male ; Female . MARRIED: Yes ; No . AGE. 







(Nearest birthday) 


CLASSIFICATION YEAR: Freshman ; 


Sophomore 


: Special 


EMPLOYMENT: First Semester - Full-time 


; Part-time 


: None 


Second Semester - Full-time 


; Part-time 


: None 



CUREIENT ATTENDANCE OTHER THAN AT U.W. CENTER: Nursing Program ; Vocational- 



Technical ; College or University . 

U.W. CENTER CREDITS CARRIED: First Semester ; Second Semester . 

OTHER CREDITS CARRIED; First Semester ; Second Semester . 

HOURS PER WEEK IN NON-CREDIT COURSES: First Semester ; Second Semester . 

NO. OF LIVING BROTHERS & SISTERS: Older Younger . NO. NOW IN COLLEGE; . 

(Exclude yourself) 

DO YOU USE AN AUTOMOBILE FOR COMMUTING TO THE U.W. CENTER? Yes ; No . 

If yes, my ow n ; parents ; other (Please specify) 

II. HOUSING AND DEPENDENTS 

A. Check t 3 npe of housing In Tidilch you are now living. 

Room, In (1) Parent's Home. 

(2) Other Relatives' Home. 

(3) Private Home (non-relatives). 

(4) Rooming House (cooking In rooms forbidden). 

(5) Rooming House (cooking In rooms allowed). 

(6) Dormitory (Including Nurses Dormitory)- 

(7) YMCA or YWCA. 

Living Unit: (8) Apartment. 

(9) Rented House. 

(10) Personally Owned House. 

(11) Rented Mobile Home. 

(12) Personally Owned Mobile Home. 

B. Number of persons, other than yourself, dependent upon you for support: . 

III. FAMILY STATUS (To be answered by married students only.) 

A. Is your spouse employed? Yes ; No . If ves . no. of hours per week . 

B. Is spouse living with you while you are attending the U.W. Center? Yes ; No . 

C. Is your spouse a U.W. student? Yes, Full-tim e ; Yes, Part-tim e l N o . 

D. Number of children: . AGE; Under 6 ; 6-14 ; 15 or over . 
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IV. GENERAL FINANCE 

Do you currently have debts other than charge accounts? Yes ; No . If yes, 

for what purposes were these debts incurred? (1) Education ; (2) Car ; 

(3) House or Trailer ; (4) Medical ; (5) Major Household Appliance ; 

(6) Insuranc e ; (7) Other (Specify) 

Amount of Debt $ 

Do you hold a scholarship? Ye s } N o * If yesi (a) Amount $ , > 

(b) by whom granted: (1) U.W. Scholarship Office ; (2) Foundation ; 

(3) Private Industry ; (4) Citizen Grou p » (5) Other (Specify) 



During either first semester or second semester, or both, did you have your room 

and/or board provided free of charge or obligation? Room, yes ; Board, yes ; 

Neither • 

During either first semester or second semester, or both, did you have your room 

and/or board provided in exchange for work? Room, yes ; Board, yes ; 

Neither * If yes for either room or board, how many hours per week on the 

average did (do) you work for this purpose? First Semeste r h rs/week; Second 

Semester hrs/week. Number of weeks worked: First Semester ; Second 

Semester, Total value of this work for both semesters $ — 

What average number of hours per week have you worked for pay during the academic 
year? (Exclude hours worked in exchange for room and board) : 

First Semester ; Second Semester . What was (is) your average pay per 

hour? First Semester hour; Second Semester j>er hour. 

Number of weeks worked: First Semester Second Semester , — — • 

Average number of hours per week worked: First Semester ; Second 

Semester • 

Do you feel that working has (1) seriously hurt your grades; Yes ; No_^^ — , 

(2) tended to Improve your grades? Yes ; No . 
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G% Hss your attendance been continuous (exclusive of suosner) since first registra*" 

tion at any college or university? Yes ; No . 

If no, why not? (Number in order of importance: 1 ■ most important.) 

(1) Financial Reasons... (7) Military Service 

(2) Scholastic Reasons (8) Dissatisfaction with Course 

or Subjects 

(3) Personal Illness 

(9) Other (Specify) 

(4) Family Illness • • « . 

(5) Excellent Job Opportunity — - — * * *■ ■ ■ - 

(6) Marriage — — — *•* 

V. OCCUPATIONS AND DEGREES OF PARENTS 



A. FATHER 

Living: Yes ; No . Present Occupation: 

Former Occupation (if retired or deceased): , . . — 

Highest Educational Attainment: (1) Below Eighth Grade (2) Eighth 

Grade ; (3) High School but not Diploma ; (4) High School 

Diplom a ; (5) College but not Degree ; (6) Bachelor’s Degree 

(7) Master’s, Law, or Equivalent Degre e i (8) Doctor’s (Ph.D. , M.D., 

D.V.M. , etc.) Degree . 

B. MOTHER 

Living: Yes 5 No . Present Occupation : — 

Former Occupation (if presently a housewife, 

retired, or deceased); - 

Highest Educational Attainment: (1) Below Eighth Grade 5 (2) Eighth 

Grade ; (3) High School but not Diploma ; (4) High School 

Diploma ; (5) College but not Degre e ; (6) Bachelor’s Degree 

(7) Master's, Law, or Equivalent Degre e > (8) Doctor’s (Ph.D*, M.D., 

D.V.M. , etc.) Degree . 

VI. INCOME OF PARENTS 

What is your best estimate of the 1964 annual income (gross wages, gross salaries, 

profits, Interest, dividends, etc.) of (1) your father , , — — . - — » 

(2) your mother $_ _• 
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VII. SOURCE OF INCOME FOR EDUCATION 



Please list as accurately as possible the amount of your earnings and sources of In- 
come during and/or for the academic year, September 1964 - June 1965 (Exclude value 
of work performed In exchange for room and board). 



(1) Summer Employment ••••$. 

(2) Own Savings $. 

Work During Academic Year 

(3) University Payroll $. 

(4) Other Work $, 

(5) University N.D.E.A. Loans.... $. 

(6) Other University Loans $. 

(7) State Loans $. 

(8) Relatives' Loans $. 

(9) Bank Loans $. 

(10) Other Loans ••••$. 



(11) Scholarships . . . $. 

(12) Family Contributions $. 

(13) Income or Savings of Spouse.. $, 

(14) Federal or State Aids $. 

(15) Military Reserves $, 

(16) Other (Specify) 

• . • $ 



TOTAL $. 



VIII. COST OF EDUCATION 



Please list as accurately as possible the amount spent during the academic year, Sep- 
tember 1964 - June 1965 ( Exclude value of work performed In exchange for room and 
board) . 



(1) Room and Board (If living with par- 
ents or relatives, without charge 
to you. Include cost to them for 
your room and board and also In- 
clude this amount In "Family Con- 
tributions" In VII (12), above.) 



Room..«« $, 

Board. • • 

Room and Board (If com- 
bined charges). $. 

(2) Books and Supplies -•••$. 

(3) Travel Related to Attendance. $, 

(4) Travel to and from Home ••••••$. 

(If living with parents or 



relatives, Include commuting 
costs In 3, "Travel Related 
to Attendance.") 



(5) Clothing $. 

(6) Laundry and Cleaning......... $. 

(7) Tuition and Fees $„ 

(8) Health (Dental & Medical) .... $. 

(9) Recreation & Entertainment. . .$. 

(10) Student Activities $. 

(11) Insurance Premiums $. 

(12) Debt Repayment 

(13) Miscellaneous (Personal 

Items, gifts, etc.) $. 

(14) Other (Specify) 

. . . 



TOTAL $. 



note ; Look back at question VII. Do your total costs exceed your total Income? If 
so, look over the sources of Income listed, and add amounts to those sources 
you expect will make up the difference. 
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October 1965 

Dear Parent or Guardian of 1964*-65 U*W* Center Student: 

In evaluating the needs for financial aids programs at The 
university of Wisconsin, ve are Interested In parental Incomes. 
Please complete the question of 1964 Income (total of husband 
and wife) on the other half of this double postal card and re- 
turn It within a week If possible. 

It Is very Important that each person complete the card 
since the survey Is on a sampling basis. All information will 
be kept In strict confidence. Your name will not be used; 
please do not sign the card. The code number Is simply to Iden- 
tify the fact that a response has been received and to send a 
follow-up should you mislay the first request. Thank you. 

Sincerely yours, 

L. J. Lins 

Professor and Coordinator 
Institutional Studies 



Wo. 



Amount of 1964 Income (gross wages, gross salaries, 
profits, Interest, dividends, etc.) 



$. 



(Do not sign) 
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INTRODUCTION 



During the second semester, 1964-65, samples of continuing students at 
the Madison campus, the Milwaukee campus, and the nine Centers were surveyed with 
respect to their costs of attendance and sources of Income for the 1964-65 
academic year. While the results of these three surveys are given In detailed 
reports,^ a summary of the findings for the three units of The University of 
Wisconsin Is presented here for the purpose of comparison. 

The closeness of the Milwaukee campus and the nine Centers to the home 
environments of the students very likely plays a role In the decision of students 
to attend these units. However, the purpose here Is not to explore the motives 
of the students, but to present the student recorded cost and Income data under 
the assumption that these would be typical If the students had free choice to 
attend any one of the three units of The University. 

The comparison of students* responses Is restricted to those of single 
undergraduate residents (as classified for fee purposes) and comparisons are made 
for those of the same sex and class level. The students compared are further 
restricted to the "typical" student that attends each unit; Madison campus, those 
living away from home; Milwaukee campus, those living with their parents; and the 
Centers, all students who meet the other restrictions. The majority of Center 
students Included lived with their parents; however, due to variations In living 
units between Centers, the Center students to be Included were not restricted by 
living unit. 



Joseph Lins, Allan P. Abell, David R. Stuckl. "Costs of Attendance and Income 
of Madison Campus Students, The University of Wisconsin, 1964-65 Academic Year" 
(Madison: Office of Institutional Studies, January 1967). 

Irene M. Bozak, Allan P. Abell, L. Joseph Lins. "Costs of Attendance and Income 
of University of Wlsconsln-Mllwaukee Students, 1964-65 Academic Year" 

(Madison: Office of Institutional Studies, March 1967). 

L* Joseph Lins, Allan P. Abell, Richard Hammes. "Costs of Attendance and Income 
of University of Wisconsin Center Students, 1964-65 Academic Year*' 

(Madison: Office of Institutional Studies, May 1966). 




EXPENDITURES FOR UNIVERSITY ATTENDANCE 



The single undergraduate resident respondents from the Madison campus, the 
Milwaukee campus, and the Centers differ primarily in living units and in distance 
of the living units from the campuses. Consequently, the items of expenditure for 
University attendance would be expected to reflect these differences. The expend- 
itures are reported according to sex for the freshmen and sophomores at all three 
units of The University and for the restricted total single undergraduate stu- 
dents for the Madison and Milwaukee campuses. 

Freshman and Sophomore Students 

Table I gives the expenditures of the "typical” freshman and sophomore 
men for the three units; these are means for the expenditure items based upon 
all respondents, whether or not an individual student had the particular expense. 
As one would expect, the respondents from the Milwaukee campus and the Centers, 
on the average, spent considerably more for travel related to attendance than 
did those from the Madison campus. Among the men at the Milwaukee campus and the 
Centers, the Milwaukee freshmen had the lowest mean travel expenditure ($94.69), 
and the Milwaukee sophomores had the highest mean ($124.19); those from the 
Centers averaged just under $100. Madison freshman and sophomore men averaged 
$11.76 and $10.00, respectively, for travel related to attendance, but the total 
including travel to and from home was somewhat higher (freshmen, $40.54; sopho- 
mores, $31.88). Also, very likely related to car ownership, the men from the 
Milwaukee campus and the Centers averaged considerably more for insurance than 
did the students from the Madison campus. There were other, but lesser, differ- 
ences in expense item means between students attending the three units of The 
University. 

Mean total expenditures, exclusive of room and board, were somewhat higher 
for tbo Milwaukee campus and Center men than for Madison campus men. Means for 
Madisovi, Milwaukee, and the Centers, respectively, were $774.44, $394.07, and 
$863.24 for freshmen and $896.24, $1,019.86, and $952.86 for sophomores. Room 
and board aeans were highest for men at the Madison campus (freshmen, $813.24; 
sophomores, $817.54), second highest for those at Milwaukee (freshmen, $611.69; 
sophomores, $674.55) and lowest for those at the Centers (freshmen, $511.98; 
sophomores, $568.07). Room and board amounts recorded by the Madison campus 
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respondents were actual payments, while for the other two units, the majority of 
the amounts given were estimates of cost to parents for room and board provided 
at home without charge. 

It Is noted that, on the average, the expenditures for health at the 
University of Wlsconsln-Mllwaukee were more than double the expenditures at the 
Madison campus and that the Center students also expended more for this purpose 
than did the Madison campus students. This lively Is due to the availability and 

use of the Student Clinic at Madison. 

It also Is noted that the cost of fees was the same for all campuses 
($300.00) at the time of the survey. Currently fees at the Centers are lower, 
being tied to the fee charges at the State Universities. 

Milwaukee campus single freshman and sophomore women (Table II) , on the 
average, spent considerably more for travel related to attendance ($105.07 and 
$95.35, respectively) than did Center women ($50.72 and $58.66, respectively) 
or Madison campus women ($9.20 and $6.44, respectively). If travel to and from 
home were Included with travel related to attendance, the UWM freshman and sopho- 
more women spend between three and four times as much for travel as the Madison 

campus freshman and sophomore women do. 

At the freshman level, Madison campus women had higher mean clothing 
costs ($188.20) than did those at the Milwaukee campus ($129.57) or at the 
Centers ($99.75); there were much smaller differences In means at the sophomore 
level. Freshman and sophomore women at the Milwaukee campus and at the Centers 
averaged much higher expenditures for Insurance than did those at Madison, but 
the differences In means were not as great as the differences for the men. 

Unlike those of the men, the means of total costs of attendance, exclusive 
of room and board, were lower for the women at the Centers (freshmen, $720.79; 
sophomores, $848.30) than for women at the Madison campus (freshmen, $821.40; 
sophomores, $857.76). As with the men, the Milwaukee campus women had the high- 
est means of total cost exclusive of room and board (freshmen, $873.17; sopho- 
mores, $903.50). Room and board means were highest at the Madison campus, second 
highest at the Milwaukee campus, and lowest at the Centers at both the freshman 
($377.60, $609.30, and $451.45, respectively) and the sophomore ($915.11, $637.12, 
and $495.00, respectively) levels. As with the men, the room and board amounts 
given by the Milwaukee and Center women were primarily estimates of costs to 
parents. The comments relative to health and fee costs apply generally to the 
women as well as the men. 
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INCOME FOR UNIVERSITY AHENDANCE 



In this report, comparisons are made between the "typical" single under- 
graduate resident students at the three units of The University of Wisconsin. The 
"typical" students for the Madison campus are those living away from home; for the 
Milwaukee campus, they are those who live with their parents. While there was some 
variation by campus for the Center students, the majority of the students Included 
here lived with their parents. 

Freshman and Sophomore Students 

Table V, which gives means based upon all respondents, whether or not an 
individual student had the particular source of Income, demonstrates the relative 
importance of the various sources of Income for the single undergraduate freshman 
and sophomore men. Savings from summer employment, an Important source of Income 
for the men at all three units, had more variation between class levels than be- 
tween campuses; the highest mean was for the Center sophomores ($766.88), while 
the lowest mean was for the Center freshmen ($438.95), followed closely by the 
Milwaukee freshmen ($449.12). The means of savings, other than from summer employ- 
ment, were lower for Milwaukee campus men than for Center men; the Madison campus 
freshmen had the highest mean ($345*00) and the Madison campus sophomores had the 
lowest mean ($176.81) among the three units. 

Work during the academic year (University payroll and other work) was a 
much more important source of Income for the Milwaukee campus and Center men than 
for the Madison campus men. Among freshmen, those from the Centers had the high- 
est mean ($307.30) and those from the Madison campus had the lowest mean ($69.46); 
for sophomores, Milwaukee men were high ($398.18) and Madison campus men were low 
($179.56). Scholarship means were highest for the Madison campus men and lowest 
for the Milwaukee campus men; in fact, the means for Madison were more than four 
times as great as for Milwaukee. Family contribution means were highest for Madison 
campus men and lowest for Center men. Family contribution amounts for the Milwaukee 
campus and Center students were primarily the estimates of cost to parents for room 
and board provided at home without charge. 

Differences by campus in income source means for the single freshman and 
sophomore women are quite similar to those of the men (Table VI). Mean savings 
from summer employment varied more by class level than by campus; Milwaukee campus 
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Health costs for both the men and the women at the UWM were about double 
the costs for students at the Madison campus, again emphasizing probably the dif- 
ference in cost if a Student Clinic is or is not available. 

Differences in mean costs between the Madison campus and the Milwaukee 
campus total single undergraduate women (Table IV) were also quite similar to the 
differences observed at the freshman and sophomore level. The Milwaukee campus 
women had a considerably higher mean for travel related to attendance ($100.25) 
than the Madison campus women did ($7.83) and also a higher cost for Insurance 
than the Madison campus women ($36.23 and $9.11, respectively). Madison campus 
women had a slightly higher mean cost for clothing. The mean room and board cost 
was over $250 higher for the Madison campus women ($868.78) than was the mean of 
amounts indicated for room and board by the Milwaukee campus women ($608.65). 

TABLE IV 



MEAN* COST BY ITEM FOR UNIVERSITY ATTENDANCE 
ALL SINGLE UNDERGRADUATE WOMEN 
MADISON AND MILWAUKEE CAMPUSES 





Madison 


Milwaukee 


Cost Item 


Dollars 


% With 


Dollars 


% With 


Books and Supplies 


105.33 


100.0 


101.10 


100.0 


Travel Related to Attendance 


7.83 


21.7 


100.25 


92.2 


Travel to and from Home 


21.17 


66.1 


— 




Clothing 


160.61 


92.8 


147.34 


89.3 


Laundry and Cleaning 


21.39 


88.9 


20.98 


45.9 


Health 


27.44 


57.2 


53.81 


71.7 


Recreation and Entertainment 


61.56 


90.6 


61.31 


85.2 


Student Activities 


8.94 


44.4 


14.92 


42.6 


Sorority, Res. Halls Dues 


46.00 


63.3 


** 


** 


Insurance 


9.11 


26.1 


36.23 


48.8 


Debt Repayment 


2.72 


2.2 


3.52 


4.5 


Miscellaneous 


77.23 


85.0 


69.51 


77.9 


Fees 

TOTAL LESS ROOM AND BOARD 


300.00 


100.0 


300.00 


100.0 


849.33 


908.97 




1* 

M<=»an Room dild Board 


868.78 


608.65 


TOTAL COST 


1718.11 


1517.62 



*Based upon all respondents, whether or not an individual student had the 



particular cost. 

**Dues are Included in ’’student activities.” 

***Milwaukee room and board mean is based upon those respondents who gave an amount. 
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Madison and Milwaukee Undergraduates 

3 

The differences between Madison campus and the Milwaukee campus total 
single undergraduate men with respect to mean cost Items are quite similar to the 
difference observed for freshman and sophomore men (Table III). Milwaukee campus 
men had considerably higher means for travel related to attendance ($124.10) and 
Insurance ($106.95) than the Madison campus men did ($10.56 and $30.76» respec*- 
tlvely). The mean of room and board amounts given by the Milwaukee campus men 
($629.67), which for the most part was based upon estimated cost to the pfc’xents, 
was considerably lower than the mean room and board cost for the Madison campus 
men ($809.37). 



TABLE III 

MEAN* COST BY ITEM FOR UNIVERSITY ATTENDANCE 
ALL SINGLE UNDERGRADUATE MEN 
MADISON AND MILWAUKEE CAMPUSES 



Cost Item 


Madison 


Milwaukee 


Dollars 


% With 


Dollars 


% With 


Books and Supplies 


101.40 


100.0 


95.80 


100.0 


Travel Related to Attendance 


10.56 


26.6 


124.10 


93.3 


Travel to and from Home 


27.91 


65.4 


— 


MM 


Clothing 


95.42 


91.0 


96.82 


89.5 


Laundry and Cleaning 


23.26 


76.4 


17.57 


35.3 


Health 


20.83 


44.9 


43.96 


63.9 


Recreation end Entertainment 


178.31 


91.7 


171.46 


93.3 


Student Activities 


8.54 


34.2 


17.90 


43.7 


Fraternity, Res. Halls Dues 


42.92 


50.8 


** 


itit 


Insurance 


30.76 


34.9 


106.95 


62.3 


Debt Repayment 


8.04 


4.0 


14 • 88 


9.4 


Miscellaneous 


59.39 


67.1 


58.41 


65.8 


Fees 


300.00 


100.0 


300.00 


100.0 


TOTAL LESS ROOM AND BOARD 


907.34 


1047.85 


i* 

Mean Room and Board 


809.37 


629.67 


TOTAL COST 


1716.71 


1677.52 



Based upon all respondents, whether or not an Individual student had the 
particular cost. 

Dues are Included In "student activities." 

^Milwaukee room and board mean Is based upon those respondents who gave an amount. 



^See Introduction. 
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sophomores had the highest mean ($278.99), followed closely by Madison campus 
sophomores ($277.56); Center freshmen had the lowest mean ($170.84) followed 
closely by Madison campus freshmen ($185.80). 

Work during the academic year (University payroll and other work) was a 
ttisre prominent source of Income for the Milwaukee campus and Center freshman and 
sophomore women than for the Madison campus women. Among freshmen, the Milwaukee 
and Center women had the highest mean income from work ($248.70 and $143.62, 
respectively); the Madison campus women had a much lower mean ($70.60), For 
sophomores, the Center women were highest ($303.00) and Madison campus women were 
lowest ($133.78). Unlike the case of the men, the Center women had the highest 
scholarship means. Madison campus women had the highest family contribution means 
and Center women the lowest. 

Table VII (men) and Table VIII (women) give the ’’typical” amounts of Income 
from the various sources; these are medians, that Is, the amounts above and below 
which the income of half of the respondents with a particular source of Income fell. 
Being unlikely that students would have Income from all sources, these tables are 
given merely to Indicate the potential amounts that a person might anticipate from 

the various sources. 

Madison and Milwaukee Undergraduates 

The main contrast In income sources between Madison campus men and Milwaukee 
campus men for total single^ undergraduates (Table IX) was In work during the aca~ 
demlc year (University payroll plus other work) and loans (University-related and 
other loans). Milwaukee campus men had a mean Income from work of $432.18 and 
Madison campus men had a mean of $169.49. Madison campus men had a considerably 
higher loan mean ($158.03) than did the Milwaukee campus men ($35.47). Madison 
campus men also had somewhat higher summer emplo 3 mient savings, scholarship, and 
family contribution means than did the Milwaukee campus men. 

Single undergraduate Madison and Milwaukee campus women (Table X) also had 
differences In mean Income from work during the academic year and from loans. 
Milwaukee campus women had a higher work Income mean ($282.95) than did the Madison 
campus women ($133.11), while the Madison campus women had a much higher loan mean 
($103.18) than did the Milwaukee campus women ($32.95). Madison campus women had 
somewhat higher "savings” and scholarship means and a considerably higher family 
contribution mean than the Milwaukee campus^ women did. 



^See Introduction. 
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TABLE IX 

MEAN* AMOUNT OF INCOME BY SOURCE, ALL SINGLE UNDERGRADUATE MEN 

MADISON AND MILWAUKEE CAMPUSES 



Income Source 


Madison 


Milwaukee 


Dollars % 


With 


Dollars 


% With 


Summer Employment Savings 


648. AA 


88. A 


583.91 


8A.9 


Own Savings 


203.62 


AA.9 


211.29 


A1.2 


University Payroll 


A3. 78 


1A.3 


30.97 


9.7 


Other Work 


125.71 


33.2 


A01.21 


59.3 


University Loans 


108. OA 


19.6 


12. A5 


3.2 


Other Loans 


A9.99 


12.0 


23.02 


6.2 


Scholarships 


88.37 


19.6 


15.07 


5.9 


Family Contributions 


619. AO 


75.7 


580.32 


76.5 


Federal or State Aids 


8.7A 


2.3 


A. 20 


1.1 


ROTC or Military Reserves 


18.70 


A.O 


13.96 


A. 9 


Other Sources 


17. 5A 


5.3 


— 




TOTAL 


1932.33 


1876. AO 



TABLE X 

MEAN* AMOUNT OF INCOME BY SOURCE, ALL SINGLE UNDERGRADUATE WOMEN 

MADISON AND MILWAUKEE CAMPUSES 





Madison 


Milwaukee 


Income Source 


Dollars 


% With 


Dollars 


% With 


Summer Employment 


287.61 


63.9 


275.70 


70.1 


Own Savings 


160.83 


A6.1 


138.73 


A2.6 


University Payroll 


87.11 


30.0 


23.77 


8.6 


Other Work 


A6.00 


16.7 


259.18 


59. A 


University Loans 


79.51 


12.8 


21.52 


3.7 


Other Loans 


23.67 


5.0 


11. A3 


A. 5 


Scholarships 


89.11 


23.3 


A6.6A 


13.1 


Family Contributions 


1076.39 


85.6 


737.25 


87.3 


Federal or State Aids 


11.39 


1.7 


2.A6 


0.8 


ROTC or Military Reserves 


5.50 


0.6 


— 


-- 


Other Sources 


1.16 


3.3 


— 


— 


TOTAL 


1868.28 


1516.68 



*Based upon all respondents, whether or not an individual student had the 



particular source of Income. 



OCCUPATIONS AND EDUCATION OF PARENTS 



Students surveyed for the 1964-65 student cost and Income study were asked 
to indicate the occupations and educational levels of their parents. Among the 
single undergraduate students included in this report, the highest percentage 
that indicated both parents worked full-time was of the Madison campus respondents 
(24.3%); the Center respondents were second (22.5%) and the Milwaukee respondents 

were the lowest (21.8%). 

Father* s Occupation 

For both men and women, the proportion of fathers in professional or semi- 
professional, and managerial and official occupations was highest for the Madison 
campus respondents, second highest for the Milwaukee campus respondents, and 
lowest for the Gsnter respondents (Table XI) . The opposite pattern in percentages 
was true for skilled, semi-skilled, and unskilled labors the percentage of fathers 
of women in these labor occupations ranged from 21.5 per cent for the Madison 
campus respondents to 49.5 per cent for the Center respondents, while for men the 
range was from 22.8 per cent (Madison) to 46.6 per cent (Milwaukee and Centers). 

TABLE XI 

OCCUPATIONS OF FATHERS OF SINGLE UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS 

(Divided by Campus and Sex) 



Father’s Occupation 


Madison 


Milwaukee 


Centers 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


% % 


% % 


% % 


Professional or Semi-professional 


22.9 


28.2 


16.2 


21.2 


9.4 


8.0 


Managerial and Official 


26.3 


27.7 


18.1 


20.3 


14.7 


18.6 


Clerical and Sales 


13.3 


11.9 


14.2 


12.3 


14.2 


8.8 


Service Occupations 


0.7 


1.1 


4.4 


3.8 


3.1 


1.8 


Agricultural 


14.0 


9.6 


0.5 


0.4 


12.0 


13.3 


Skilled, Semi-skilled, Unskilled 


22.8 


21.5 


46.6 


42.0 


46.6 


49.5 


TOTAL 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 
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See Introduction. 
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Even though there was some variation In percentages among the three units of The 
University, students with parents in each occupational group were in attendance 
at each of the three units. The larger proportion of parents In the higher pay- 
Ing occupations for the Madison campus students likely Indicates the need for 
larger sums of money to be available at the beginning of each semester at the 
Madison campus for room and board in addition to books and fees, than would be 
the case for students at the Milwaukee campus or the Centers. 

Parents * Education 

At all three units of The University, there are students whose 
father’s education varies from that of less than eighth grade through a doctor's 
degree (Table XII). However, higher proportions of the fathers of Madison campus 
students (men, 31.6%; women, 36.8%) than of Milwaukee campus students (men, 12.5% 
women, 14.5%), or of Center students (men, 6.9%; women, 11.5%) had earned a 
bachelor's or higher degree. 

TABLE XII 

EDUCATION OF FATHERS OF SINGLE UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS 
(Divided by Campus and Sex) 



] 


Madison 


Milwaukee 


Centers 


Educational Level of Father 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


% % 


% % 


% % 


Below Eighth Grade 


4.7 


2.2 


4.9 


5.4 


7.8 


6.2 


Eighth Grade 


14.5 


8.9 


14.5 


14.1 


19.6 


23.9 


.High School - No Diploma 


9.1 


10.1 


18.0 


18.6 


14.8 


13.3 


High School Diploma 


24.9 


26.3 


33.5 


23.7 


38.3 


34.5 


College - No Degree 


15.2 


15.7 


16.6 


23.7 


12.6 


10.6 


Bachelor's Degree 


19.2 


16.2 


8.4 


10.8 


3.9 


7.1 


Master's, Law, or Equivalent 


10.4 


12.8 


2.7 


2.9 


1.7 


3.5 


Doctor's (Ph.D., M.D. , etc.) 


2.0 


7.8 


1.4 


0.8 


1.3 


0.9 


TOTAL 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 
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As with the fathers, for students at all three units of The Univer- 
sity, the educational level of the mothers varies from below eighth grade through 
a college degree (Table XIII). However, none of the mothers had a doctor’s 
degree, and none of the mothers of the Center men had a master’s or equivalent 
degree. The proportions of mothers with a bachelor’s or higher degree for the 
students at Madison, Milwaukee, and the Centers, respectively, were: men 21.1 

per cent, women 25.7 per cent; men 7.3 per cent, women 8.6 per cent; men 3.0 per 
cent, women 4.4 per cent. 

TABLE XIII 



EDUCATION OF MOTHERS OF SINGLE UNDERGRADUATE STUDENTS 
(Divided by Campus and Sex) 



Educational Level of Mother 


Madison 


Milwaukee 


Centers 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


Men 


Women 


% 


% 


% % 


% % 


Below Eighth Grade 


2.0 


1.7 


2.4 


2.5 


3.5 


3.5 


Eighth Grade 


il.l 


7.8 


12.7 


6.6 


22.9 


10.6 


High School - No Diploma 


6.7 


7.3 


11.1 


16.0 


15.6 


16o8 


High School Diploma 


42.0 


34.6 


51.4 


45.7 


44.6 


51.4 


College - No Degree 


17.1 


22.9 


15.1 


20.6 


10.4 


13.3 


Bachelor’s Degree 


19.1 


22.3 


7.0 


7.8 


3.0 


3.5 


Master's, Law, or Equivalent 


2.0 


3.4 


0.3 


0.8 


mmm» 


0.9 


TOTAL 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100,0 


100.0 



SUMMARY 



During the second semester, 1964-65, a survey of costs of University 
attendance and sources of Income was made for each unit of The University of 
Wisconsin (Madison, Milwaukee, and Centers). This was done through a question- 
naire sent to a sample of students of each unit. 

This report is a summary of the three surveys. It compares responses of 
"typical” single undergraduate resident students (as classified for fee purposes) 
at the three units: Madison campus, those living away from home; Milwaukee campus, 
those living with their parents; and Centers, all single undergraduate resident 
students, the majority (84.1%) of whom lived with their parents. 

Milwaukee campus and Center students were quite similar in cost item means, 
while Madison campus students differed from them mainly in travel related to at- 
tendance, insurance premiums, and room and board. The higher cost for transpor- 
tation and insurance, presumably related to car ownership, would be expected of 
campuses that attract commuters such as the Milwaukee campus and the Centers. 
Madison campus students, on the other hand, would be expected to have higher room 
and board costs than would students at the other two units, due to direct outlay 
of money for these items, rather than having them provided at lower cost at home. 
Of the Milwaukee campus respondents, 94.6 per cent indicated that they received 
room and board at home without charge; of the Center respondents, 77.4 per cent 
indicated no charge for room and board. 

As an example of the difference between the Madison campus and the other 
two units » the single undergraduate men at the Milwaukee campus, on the average, 
spent $124.10 for travel directly related to attendance and $106.95 for insurance 
while those at the Madison campus averaged $10.56 and $30.76, respectively. Costs 
to Madison campus students for transportation are lower than for those on other 
campuses even if travel to and from home were included. Madison campus men had a 
room and board mean cost of $809.37 while the Milwaukee campus men averaged 
$629.67 in estimated cost to parents for room and board. 

Milwaukee campus and Center students were also quite similar in their 
sources of income. Madison campus students differed from them primarily with 
respect to work during the academic year, and in the case of the women, with 
respect to family contributions. Madison campus students had considerably lower 
mean earnings from work during the school year, and in the case of the women. 
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considerably higher mean family contributions than did students at the other two 
units of The University. Madison campus students also had higher loan and scholar-- 
ship means than did the students at the other campuses. As examples of the dif- 
ferences observed. It Is recalled that Milwaukee campus men had a mean of $432.18, 
while Madison campus men averaged $169.49, from work during the academic year; 
Milwaukee and Madison women, respectively, had means of $282.95 and $133.11. The 
mean family contribution for Madison campus women was $1,076.39; for Milwaukee 
campus women, It was $737.25. 

T^lle there are likely numerous exceptions. It appears that, for the 
majority of cases, the parents ot undergraduate resident students at the Madison 
campus have a fairly sizable outlay of money at the beginning of each semester 
i;dille this Is not as true for the parents of the Milwaukee campus and Center 
undergraduate students. 

The providing of room and board at home for their children, which. In 
general. Is the main contribution that parents of the Milwaukee and Center students 
make toward their children's college education. Is no new additional burden to them 
and the cost Is spread out throughout the year. The other expenses are. In gen- 
eral, defrayed through earning during the academic year or during the summer. The 
mean of estimated cost to parents for room and board of the Milwaukee men was 
$629.67, \diile the mean family contribution, which Includes this estimate In cases 
where given, ^ was $580.32. For the Milwaukee women, the mean estimated cost to 
parents for room and board was $608.65, while the mean family contribution was 
$737.25. 

Larger proportions of the fathers of Madison campus respondents have col- 
lege educations and better paying jobs (professional, semi-professional, mana- 
gerial, and official) than Is true of those at the other campuses. This likely 
reflects the fact that living at home while attending the Milwaukee campus or the 
Centers makes It possible for some students to get a college education who other- 
wise might feel they could not afford It. 
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The mean family contribution Is lower than the mean estimated cost for room and 
board due to the report of family contributions being low or non-existent when 
the student did not estimate the cost of room and board. 






